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Whoſoever ſpall not receive the kingdom of God, as a liitle 
child, ſhall in na, auiſe enter therein, 
Ixsus CHRIST, Luke xviii. 17. 
Conſtat autem, quando parentes diſcipuli Chriſti fiunt, 
LIBE ROS eorum itidem Disc ipuLORUNH numero cen- 
fete WIT S1ys, Oeconom. Fad, + 
| Lib. ir. cap, xvi. ſee. 42. | 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 
F 'H E author o the following pages 


Aid not defign to have written, any 
more on the ſubject in debate, but as 
e e calls aloud for ani- 
madverſion, he was conſtrained again 
to take up his pen. His intention, at 
| firſt, was merely to have taken notice of 
thoſe particulars which had been m re- 
preſented, and to have femonſtrated 
. 2 conduct of that hind, but, 
having repeatedly peruſed his opponent's 
performance, with care and attention, 
Judged it would not be improper” to 
offer ſome REMARKS on the work in 
general. minute examination of 
every thing there advanced as an argu- 
ment, fince it would be only repeating 
what has been done already, he thought 1 
unneceſſary; the reader, therefore,  * 
all * any articles of this nature 
in 
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fe y in the Rem AAKS, f is LA | 
will compare them with thoſe places of 
the Reviewer REvieweD to which they 
have a reference, and then decide o on the 
merits A a cauſe, 4 his W 
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1 read your 5 e aka vn. | 


J were pleaſed to entitle © OnsxrvATIONS + 
o INFANT SPRINKLING, oR An ANSWER 
to a certain Publication, Entitled, The RE- 
VIEWER REVIEWED, in a Series of Let- 
ters to the AUTHOR.” It was indeed contrary | 
to my deſign to write any more in the contro- 


verſy between us, not being in the leaft ambitious 
to have the laſt word, yet certain conſiderations 
prevail with me to recede from my intention, 
ſo far as again to take up my pen; not that I am 


convinced you have (ritten fairly®,” for I think 


the reverſe to be the truth—the deciſion however 1 


» Reviewer Reviewed, Oc. page 132, and laſt, 


A. 


q eee r Wk, 4, A 2m 
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leave to ſuch candid readers as raay be diſpoſed 
to hear boy ſides with  impattiality.. 1 


» —_ 


I think it malt. be 3 you have uſed great 
freedom, particularly in your i Letter, reſpect- 
ing ſome things, which to my view have no im- 
mediate connexion with the ſubjeCt under debate, 
for which undoubtedly . you had your reaſons, 
but, as J apprehend, diſpaſſionate readers will 


ever deem controverſial pieces, eſpecially on re- 


ligious topics, the leſs intereſting, the more 
they abound 'in circumſtances. merely per/onal, or 
with which the community hath no concern, nor 
the ſubject any connexion, I ſhall very briefly 
touch on a few of thoſe perſonalities; it being my 
chief deſign to examine the merits of your per- 
| | formance, in various particulars, as-they appear 


to my mind, on a review of the arguments made 


uſe of in your ae to me. 


- ; 


- 


Your remarks on the Style“ of the Reviewer Re- 

' viewed*, do not affect the cauſe in debate between 
us, accordingly they do not give me the leaſt un- 
eaſineſs: I am perfectly ſatisfied that my readers 


ſhould determine on my ſtyle,“ and manner 


of reaſoning,” to which it ſeems my Style eis very 
' wel ſuited, * as they pleaſe. —* 0 . 
I think 


* Objery, Se, page 5. 
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., Tan. 
I think you ought to have left to my own 
breaſt, and the ſentiments of **my much reſpected -. 


Brethren and Friends“ to whom it is addreſſed, -_ 
You call my Reviewer Reviewed. an artful addreſs * | 


to the prejudices and paſſions. of my congre- 
gation, to whom it is dedicated“. As my own 
heart acquits me, to them: I appeal, and with _ 
them chearfully leave the deciſion. They muſt 


be the moſt competent judges in the caſe; 


who are beſt "acquainted with my uſual mode of 


addreſs, and not one among them will, I believe, 


accuſe me of uſing ' flattering Words; pardon 


me then, Sir, if, in this inftance, -I hold your. 


opinion rather cheap. —In a following page t you 
charge me with conduct not ſtrictly conſiſtent 


- with the laws of good manners,“ reſpecting a. 
certain letter, which,” you ſay, I ſent ſome _ 
time ago, to a friend of yours. in my neighbour= 


hood.” This charge I am willing to meet in all 

its force. In the Letter alluded to, I own I ace 
cuſed your Friend, but, it was becauſe he had been 
accuſed to me. That Letter contained not one ſyl- 
lable relating to you or any of your friends, the per- 


fon juſt referred to alone excepted. The ſubiect of 


the letter was a matter entirely perſonal, and ** my 
own. conduct,“ in that particular, I ſhall always 
A - : Te avow 


* 1 page 12. 
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mr to be firifly juft and perfeftly hondurable. 1 


did accuſe, but, I did not /mite in the dart. I de- 


livered up bis accuſers, and gave your friend an 


opportunity to clear himſelf from the charge. 
He did ſo—and, I have long been convinced 


there was a/mi/lake in the affair. Your friend aſ- 
ſures me, you neuer ſaw the letter, nor, had 
any authority or direction from him, to take no- 
tice of it in the manner you have. This brings 
to my mind a certain paſſage— Report, ſay they, and 


we will report it. In the ſame Place where you 


bring this charge againſt me, you hold up my 
congregation” to the view of your readers: in a 
very diſhonourable point of light, becauſe, 10 

is, an inſtance or two had happened, wherein 


htignape was uſed, which deſerves to be e 


ject of your con tempt, as it is of my abkorreneei 


Admitting, that, an individual or two, (for 1 
never heard the charge extended to more) did in 


the heat of temper, and violence of debate, uſe 


| ſuch expreſſions as theſe you have mentioned *, is 
it candid, is it juſt, Sir, to fix a ſtigma on the 


whole congregation? I leave it to every one td 


judge, whether the charge be not ungenerous as 
well as unfair, when it is known that this very 
. Congregation have more than once offered the 
right-hand of Chriſtian Pellowſhip to ſome of 
your 
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poor denomitfation. - On this e 
to lay be fore you a remark of Dr. Wall x, ſpeaks 
ing of thoſe great men, Scaliger and Luther, he ſays+ - 
they gave their pens too much liberty in cenſo- | 
rious and extravagant expreſſions, but it ſeems 
they gave their tongues, more. And they had 
after their death, friends, or elſe enemies, who 
publiſhed to the world all their raſh ſayings, 
fpoken in paſſion, diſpute, or table- tall, which 
_  eourſe, if it were taken with the beſt men that 
are, would expoſe their characters. It is well 
when a man's ſedate choughts are worth publiſh-- 
ing: Nobody's tattle is. —Y our. infinuations that 

1 am willing my people ſhould attend only to: *a 
partial reprefentation of the diſpute between woe 
are groundleſs and unjuſt; I have, in every In- 
Aance, recommended the peruſal of your pam - 
phlet, when the mention of what I had written, 
or converſation on the ſubject of our controverſy, 
gave me opportunity, Who thoſe << by-ſtand- 
_ ers$,” then, are, who. probably will think. 
#” [my conduct} rather ungenerous,” I am 
not concerned to know. Perhaps ſome will ſay, 
you imagine, no one can peruſe yeur writings 
with attention, but he muſt be convinced by 
3 your Nen, and, as this does not appear to 
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__ caſe in * my congregation,” a; | 


chat, your publication has not been attended - to; 
. I d not know one inftance among my: 
People, where mine has been read, and yours 
Has not been peruſed likewiſe. That I have,” as 
you write, «ſome have affirmed, —raiſedan outcry 


againſt my opponent when I <ould not refute his 


arguments*””, or indeed, craiſed an outcry againſt | 
hin?”?, on any confideration, is ſaid without the 
leaſt en How far I am able to © refute 
the arguments of my opponent,” I leave to the 
Judgment of others, while 1 afſure you that T 
am wilking to abide by what I have written, 
when attended to with impartiality and candout. 
In what manner, you, my “ opponent,” have paid 

ſuch attention to the Reviewer Reviewed, or in- 
deed to the ſubject therein ray I . 


to enquire. © 
Fa am, 
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- any waſhing, as well as immer fron, 
affirms, that it never dies in Scriptufe either ne- 


; 

t Fe 
> 

5 
4 
8 
> 
* 
. 
— 
1 
by, 
lo 
d 
* 
4 


8 — 
: * 5 * * 8 7 n 4 » 
— — Þ- 3 % 3 2 4 * . * P 
5 5 ; 4 N v7 1 3 * 9 I * 2 
2 * 
. . 
4 ke 4 þ * * 
1 3 
> 77 "41 PIKE? * > 2 5 7 # 
* « 
1 * * 
[ESE . 5 4 
— 2 » £5 E * * 8 * 8 


62> 
4 


p * 
* q þ "I 
« * * 1 * 
— . > - * = 
8 op "MN — 4 * 2 14 = * 
— a, . . * N 
2 « * 1 7 8 8 N. 1 
4 * N 7 2 9 1 F 
* 
8 1 ; 
> 1 >. 5 * 8 2 
» +7 * ; y 1 4 * 
N 5 ; 


8 Sin, 


Shall begin the enquiry mentioned at this 

TX cloſe ® my formerletter, with your en- 
d eavour to fix a charge on the learned Dr.Owen,as 
tothe meaning of the word g 2 ( Baptixe) ot Dx: 
Owen,” you write“, 4 conttadicts a great part of 
what his learned eoadjutors had affirmed. Geraru 
had ſaid, that, the primitive word properly ſignified | 
1, but Dr: Owen 


<effarily or properly figaify* to immerſe. Which 
of theſe, Sir, are we' to believe?” 1 reply, 
the paſſages fairly quoted, as they ſtand in my Taft 


; pamphletſ, will evince to any attentive reader, 


that, there is, in reality, no contradiction be- 
tween thoſe writers. Gerard's Words are, . Bap= 
tiſm and, to baptize, are uſed in holy Scripture 


Either properly or im a metaphorical manner, 
properly they Gonify in general, auy waſhing as 


well as immerſion, Gerard, vol. 4, page 425. — 
Dr. Owen ſays, No one in/lanice can be given in 
che Scriptures wherein _Baptizo, dath ers 
© Pgnafy 
» Page 19.—#Roviewer Reviewed, Ge. Page 25. 20. 


he = : 


(n 

Kgnify either to dip or plunge. I. It doth not ſigni fy. 
properly to dip or plunge, for that inGreek is uc 
{embapts] and- eu Lembaptigo.] +2. It 
no where ſigniſies to dip but as a mode of, and 
in order to, waſhing. 3. It ſignifies the dipping 
of a finger, or the leaſt touch of the water, and 
not plunging the whole body, 4. It fignifies to 
waſh alſo, in all good authors. Dr. Owen on 
infant Baptiſm and dipping*.” Thus ſtand my | | 
quotations ;. and is it not aſtoniſhing, that while | 
Gerard affirms, that to baptize ſignifies any waſhing, | | 
as well as immerſion; ſo plainly calling immer/ion one 
kind of ming, and Dr. Owen allows that word 


ſignifies to dip as a mode of, and in order to, waſhe : 
ing, wherein both agree that the proper meaning a 

of the word i is to waſh, is it not, I ſay, amazing, « 

that you could afirm, in the face of the pub- p 

lic, << that- two of my principal vouchers gla- d 

ringly contradict one anotherg?” I hope you t 

will not hereafter mention this as an inſtance 1 

| how 2 . you found your opponent. | 1 

| 

: Vour arguments on Mark vii. 4. and Luke xi. 2 
381, do not appear to ſupport you cauſe with g 

5 any g 


MM Complete Couection of Sermons, Sc. fol. 17215 
% Fi e 
850 Odier. Sc. page 19. — f I, page 5} page 
— ̃ 17, &c. 
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Phariſtes wonder being the ſame in both places 


25 « 11 9 N 
any kth 3 evidence. Whose comp 
pares thoſe paſſages together will find, that, the 
Phariſees murmured againſt. the diſciples, and 
bange Chriſt, for the ſame cauſe, eating; bread = 
vith Bed, or, if you pleaſe, unbaptised, 
2 4 your ſaying therefore that Luke xi. 38 

s evidently. to refer to the waſhing or-bathin 2 


the whole. body,” - becauſe. (t we do- not find 


the leaft mention there either of hands or feet. og 
of any one part of the body mare than another 
is without the-leaſt foundation, ſinee in Mark wie 
xreſly mentioned, ant the 
oaſes appear entirely; patzllela | the enuſeob-the 


1 may indeed be granted that, as you remarks, 
«© Maimonides: ſays,**If the Phariſees touch | 
the garments of che common: people - they werg 
defiled and needed immerſion, and. were: obliged 
to.it*,” —Yev it ſhould be obſerved, tha 


Phariſais ſeverity might, poſſibly. ſubject. thols 


very preciſe. perſons, to ſuch a total immerſion, 


at all times, even in the. depth of winter, when 
ever they came from market, it cannot be ima 
gined that, all the eus, (and them the Evan. 
geliſt Mark expreſly mentions),. did the ſame, 
Dr. Pocock proves from Maimonides, and the 
| whole 


(mJ _ © 
whole body of theRabbins, that the Jews (in ge- = - 
neral) had no ſuch cuſtom®*,” You wiſh me co —]Üůna 

turn to Levit. xi. 32.” where you ſay I ſhall MF - 
find that ſuch defiled things as Mark men 
tions in the latter part of that paſſage were to be 

. eleanſed by being put into Matert. On this, 

"i Sir, permit me to obſerve, that the paſſage in Le- 

viticus ſpeaks of what they were obliged to do, in 

certain caſes, by the Divine Law, whereas, the 

paſſage in Mark repreſents our Lord as reproving 

1 them for their Super/iition, therefore certainly not 

for obſerving a divine command to cleanſe things 

ceremonially polluted, to which the words in Ie- + 

witicus have an undoubted reference. And fing 

according to the account given by Luke, our di- ; 

vine Maſter taxes the hypocriſy. of the Phariſees, 

in language that manifeſtly alludes to their great 

; care to keep clean the outfides of cups and platters, 1 

17: think it ſeems very plain that the paſſage now un- 

Fo dQerconfideration refers to fuchwa/hings or baptiſms, 

45 as were performed, not by putting the things 

mentioned into the water, but, by applying the 

twvater to them. However there is another criticiſnr 

advanced on Mark vii. 4. which may be juſt noti- 7 

ced. It ſeems © the oriental verſions” read the | 

Paſſage thus pat they buy in the Market, unlc/s- 
1 | | if i 
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» Dipping not the only Seriptural and primi tive manner of 
Baptixiug, & c. page 10.— ] Obſerv, Sc. page 17. 


it be waſhed, they eat not; from which you conclude 
* were we to ſuppoſe this to be the meaning, 


there is reaſon to think, that, the waſhing. was a 
IF . putting into water. But (that I may reply to you 
EY in the words of Dr. Mall“ to Dr. Gale, who uſed 
0 the ſame argument,) „ Will any body make a 
ji queſtion whether other things beſides Herbs were 
12 ſold at Market? He,” (Dr. Gale,) ſhould have 
W altered St. Mark's words more yet, and made him 
e ſpeak of a Herb- market. Does he think that 
8 Wheat, Meal, Honey, Milk, Salt, Sc. were 
t di pRed 1 in Water before they: were eaten! 3 
ſu " Yoar reply to what] advanced on Hebrews ix. 
h 10. will not 1 am perſuaded be admitted as an 
2. anſwer, by any intelligent and candid reader. The 
> | whole you have adduced is thus expreſſed+ With 
5 reſpect to Heb. ix. 10. the abſurdity of citing it 
1 in defence of ſprinkling and againſt dipping, be- 
- comes ſufficiently clear, by only obſerving that 
2 ſprinkling is never conſidered in Scripture as any 
5 BM walking atall, and that the Legal waſhings for pu- 
+ 4 rification were always performed byimmerſion,” If 
We there are any readers to whom this is c ſufficiently 
1 clear,“ by your only obſerving it,” I muſt think 


them very free in giving you credit. I beg leave to 
| —_ a remark | have made in my Karen Pam 


| phlet, - 
Defence, Ste. page, 12 t—FOire. ere. e 19. 
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„ 
Phlet“. c That the Apoſtle ſpeaks of unclean per- 
ſſons in Hebrews ix. we allow, but that he does'fo 


in the 10th verſe, has not yet been made evident.“ 
However ſhould it be admitted, that the divers bap- 
4i/m5he mentions, include among otherthings, the 
divers waſhings of unclean Perſons, as perform- 
ed on them by the Prieſt, it may be obſerved, that 
the prieft, among the various rules he is directed 
to uſe to ſanttify and cleanſe a perſon, and receive 
him into the Church, is never once directed to di 72 
or plunge him in water, but, only to ſprinkle or pour 


it ou him. And, as to your aſſerting, ec that the 
legal waſhings for purification were always per- 


formed by immerſion,” it maybe ſufficient only to 


obſerve, that, an .application of water expreſly 
for the purpoſe of clean/ing or purification, is di- 
reed to be by /prinkling, in the caſe of the Le- 
vites d. I am therefore, Sir, ſtill of opinion, [any 


thing you have advanced to the contrary notwith- 
ſanding) that, by divers baptiſms, the Apoſtle in- 
| tended divers or different modes of applying water to 
the ſubject, for cleanjing or purification, ſo that 
ſprinkling, pouring, or waſhing, with water, is by him 
denominated baptiſm, and is the New Teſtament 
Rite of Baptiſm is eminently expreſſive of cleaning 


and 


* * Reviewer Reviewed page 33.— Levit, xiv. 4 & c. 
$ Numbers, i, 57 05 75 21. . 


. 


| and pu fication, which can 1 5 — elected of ly 
4 by the ſprinklin ng of the blood of Jaſus Chriſt, and 
the pouring ou "bis Spirit upon us, I am fully 


perſuaded that any of the above mentioned modes 
of applying water to the ſubject may be very 
properly and rightly made uſe of, nor do I think 


that immenſion was uſed . either by John Baptiſt, or 
© the Apeſtles. A very ſenſible writer, to whom 


1 have already referred, obſerves that The 
prieſt's plunging a perſon i in order to his ſeparation 
or cleanſe ng, is a ceremony quite Arange, and abſo- 
Jutely unbeard of through all the ſacred Records. | 


Perſons were indeed on ſome occaſions, directed 


to plunge or bathe themſelves, but that one Man 
ſhould take another and plunge him under water 


is a thing utterly 3 unprecedented, and 


unknown, throughout the whole Conſtitution and 


| Hiftory of the Jewiſh Church. It may therefore 
N ſtrongly be preſumed, not to have been the prac- 


tice either of Jobn or of Fe/us Chriſt, when the 
Chriſtian religian was ſet up. For Fohn being of 
the prieſtly race, and beginning his miniſtrations, 
agreeable to their Law, at thirty years old, and 
uſing like them an Application of Water to the Body, 
as an emblem of moral purity, it is left to any im- 
partial Judgment—whether he. is moſt rationally 
ſuppoſed to have plunged men under water, (a 
B e thing 


4.0} 
thing uppractiſed amongſt them) or whether he 
only ſprinkled or poured water on them (a Rite 


aivinely inſtituted, and every day e © * 
tiſed in that Church“. og | | 3 


1 8 
$3 * 
s ; # * 1 


2 


3 ur views of che 3 circumftances,times, 
7 and places, of baptiſm, will not allow me to 
think, that this ordinance was always, if 
ever, performed by immerſion. When J confider 
that different modes of applying water to perſons are 
called Baptiſms, by the inſpired Penman of the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews ; that, the Scripture uſes 

| the word Canlils [baptize] when only part of 
3 the body was waſhed ; and that the other particu- 
lars already mentioned$ have not been ſet afide— 
T ſee no cauſe to depart from my former opinion 
« that dipping is not eſſential to the admini- 
ſtration of baptiſm, and not only ſo, but that, 
pouring, or waſhing with water, are more proper 
modes of adminiſtring that ordinance.” Indeed 

| did I think that the Apoſtles. of our Lord, 
at ſome times, and in certain circumſtances, 
did baptize by immerſion, (which, F do not believe) 
even then Icould not be perſuaded, that was always 

_ the caſe. . If it be allowed, that immer ſſon was 
practiſed 7 by ſome. in the ( Chriſtian Church, 
5 I 

*Dipping not the only Sal — primitive manner 


of Baptizing, Sc. page 24, ebe Reviewer Ke- 
PONG: 16, &c. 


17 95 5 
W it muſt be admitted, 920 that they boptized nal. m5 
Eo © he writings of many of the ancients give — | 
| mony to the latter as really as to the Kms - 
Archbiſhop | Tillotſon®, Dr. Owen! 4, and others, . 
who were no. ſtrangers to Eceleſiaſtical Hiſtory, 4 
aſſure us; "an d Dr. Wall, i in his. H; Aory of Infant 
Baptiſm, which is undoubtedly an elaborate and 
conſiderable perfo rmance;.: has made this abun- 
dantly manifeſt. This then being evident, that 
(to uſe the words of the laſt · mentioned writer) 
i: The ancient Chriſtians when they were baptized by _ 
immerſion, were all baptized naked, whether they 
were men, women, or children, 1 cannot feel 
myſelf i in the leaſt moved by the authority of uch 
ancients, to believe, that immerſion was the prac- 
tice of the Apoſtles of Chriſt, ho enjoined the 
Churches to do all things decently, or that the ad- 
miniſtration of or ſubmiſſion to, the baptiſmal 

waſhing i in this Way, Was. under the ſanction of 

Apotighis Examole: 


wx > 5 = * $4... vo” © & F 


234 "Ws 12 - + of lis n Ac . 


On this part of the cubjeAt, you Wen me ber 
having made <a repreſentation of what you had 
ſaid”. reſpecting your. inferences: as to the uſe of 
2002 02 Hornck 2x tk hined the 


a 


»-Serimbs on 2 Tim. ii. 19. esdzie Cena of | 
Sermons, page ;81.,— + Hiſtory. of Infant Baytiſm, 
p- i. I. % Pra. eee, Pass 20. IIS 


5 * iis 
_ . * 


8 V 
the Greek particles e ſen)e 's eis] are (apo )*very. 
far from being fair and juſt.” To this Iſhall only 
ſay—My whole argument t turned on the inde nile £ 
nature of thoſe prepgſitions, and I leave it to every . 
impartial reader to determine whoſe arguments are 
faireſt and moſt eee Az a or mine. 


2 


What you have advanced# to july your con- Z 

duct in holding communion with none but dipped 
diſciples, will bear you out, when you can 7 prove, 
that the Lord's Supper belongs to /uch only, or 
that Chriſt has no diſciples but ſuch as have 
been immerſed. You write, indeed, near the a 
cloſe of your pamphlct7, that, **thoſe who make 
it” (<immerſion of the whole body”) «a term of 
communion—act from a real perſuaſion that tho 
primitive Chriſtians had been all dipped, before 
their admiſſion to the Lord's Table” ;—but as 
there are ſome Chriſtians of another mind, who yet 
by one Spirit are all baptiſed into one bodyf, they think 
that they have an equal right to be'Partakers of 
that one bread, in the adminiſtration of the Lord's 


Supper. 


Thus, Sir, having taken as much notice of your 
firſt and ſecond Letters, as appeared to me at preſent 
neceſſary, I ſhall now proceed to your third Let-- 

| ter, 


* Obfero. Sc. page 24, 25.—1 page 1 1 Corinth. 
xii. 13,—F 1 Corinth. x. 17. 
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Luxe SIR, 


HE firſt thing which now calls my attention 
is, what you have written reſpecting my 
remarks, vn Acts . 38, 39.—Repent and be bap- 


tized every one of you, in the name of Feſus Chriſt, 


for the remiſſion of fins, and ye ſhall receive the Gift of 


the Holy GH; for the promiſe is to you and to your 


children, and 10 all that are afar Venen as many 
as the Lord our God Hall call.*” I perceive you till 
attempt to maintain your old ground, that the 


<5romiſe”” mentioned in this paſſage, Ditended the 


promiſe of the Spirit in his miraculous aperattons only, 


and deny in the moſt peremptory manner, that 
the expreſſion o all that are afar , applies to 
the Gentiles; on which, after many words, you 
ſum up the whole, with a magiſterial triumph 


over your opponent. Have you never read of 


ſome who * and Jet. never obtain the 
* victory? 


N Page 2b, c. . f 
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victory? Judge, Sis, whether, this is not your; y 
caſe. At the cloſe of your arguments on „ 

ſage, you addreſs me in the following terms*,> : 

If however you continue ſtill of the ſame ſenti⸗ 

ments concerning the above promiſe, I would e: 
commend it to you to conſider and anſwer the 

following plain objection.—If that promiſe in 5 
cludes the miraculous or extraordinary gifts of of Tr 
Spirit, and i is common to all whom God bath 

called, and to all ages of the Goſpel diſpepſatign, Te 

then none can haye any evidence that they are , 
called of the Lord, but ſuch as are endued with, 
thoſe gifts,” and then, as if you had done your | 
bulineſs effectually, you are pleaſed to add, 
any will call this zur ning your artillery agaiuſt pour 3 


N 


* 
2 


elf, they muſt blame you for giving me an op- 
portunity to do ſo.” What opportunity, 1 gave pe 
you for turning my artillery againſt myſelf; let my 

own words declare. After having laid defore the A 
Reader 1 my reaſons for,judging, 1. That children 
in the promiſe intend the infant- affspring of 
thoſe to whom it has A reference; and 2. That © 
the Gentiles, are deſigned by that expreſſion all . 
that, are. afar of; I proceeded 3. To give my. rea- 
Cong why I did, and ſtill do conceiye that the 
promiſe 


2 


4 


fs 
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promiſe mentioned: in the words, meant "Ok 4. p. 
luſtrious Covenant-promiſe made to Abrabam. 80 | of 
My words are“, We apprehend! it muſt mean a 
either the promiſe contained in the Abrahamic . w 
Covenant, or the promiſe of the Spirit in his MM 6 
miraculous influences, expreſſed in that of Joel. 5 
That it was not the latter, excluſively, without th 
any reference to the former,. appears to us Fit. | V 
Becauſe the Apoſtle we think, had intimated the: pi. 
accompl iſhment of that prophecy in great part, = 1 p: 
the extraordinary and miraculous effects of the | w 
Holy Spirit which. fell upon them. "Standing up. n 
to vindicate his brethren, he ſays, « Theſe are not ag 
drunken as ye ſu ppoſe, - Hut ibis is that which Was W 
Spoken Ly the Prophet Joel, &c.* which he argues | 1 
was an atteſtation. of the fact that Jeſus Chriſt * 
was raiſed from the dead, and had fulfilled the ti. 
r e unto his Apoſtles (compare verſe 6 
32, 33. with Acts i 1. 4. alſo John xiv. 16, + i* ods he 
Xu. 26. —Xxvi. 13, 14. >, And as we are told, 175 as 
that © Chr ift hath redeemed us from thi curſe of. the. : q1 
Law—that the bleſſing of Abraham might come on the ne 
Gebililes, through Helis Chri iſt, that we might receive | y 
the "promiſe of the Spirit through faith?” (Gal. iii, cu 
13. 14. 9 we apprehend the Abrahamic Covenant © ti: 
Oe” T's Ee promiſe in 


* Reviewer — Er. page 425 &e. 


Goſpel diſpenſation, both as to the extraordinary 


(23305 


promiſe i is here principally defigned, the ths 


of which are ſecured to us by the death of Chriſty. 
and that therefore, the Gentiles as well as Jews 
were now intereſted in all the privileges of the 


mA 


* 


as well as common. influences of the holy Spirit z 


the former ſo far, and in, ſuch inſtances. as divine, 
Wiſdom ſaw neceſlary, the latter as the common 


privilege. of all the ſaints—and if infants are ea- 4 


pable of being made meet for heaven, I ſuppoſe it 
will be granted; that meetneſs, (call it — | 
name you , pleaſe): is the effect of ↄthe Spirit's 


agency, in accompliſhing the purpeſe of God to- 


wards, them; conſequently, their intereſt inzthe { 
promiſe is a moſt encouraging circumſtance.” , 
Thus you Fa Sir, the promiſe under. conſidena- 
tion, according to my view of it, ineludes dhe :- 
6 extraordinary'as well as common influences of the 
holy Spirit; the former ſo far, and in ſuch inſtances 
as divine, wiſdom ſaw neceſſary, and proper to 


qualify certain perſons in an extraordinary maf-. |» 


ner to preach the Goſpel, and bear witneſs ta 
Chriſt in peculiar circumſtances, during a parti- 
cular period, at the commencement of the, Chri- 
tian diſpenſation; - the latter to be the ſtand- 
— privilege of all the Saints,” in every age. 
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"Before I take notice of the reaſon you afgn to 


prove the Gentiles were not intended in the expreſ- 10 


fon afar off.” and that the promiſe to which we 
are attending, es not belong to the preſent Generation 
of Chriſtians, I beg leave to confirm the ſentiment 
I have before avowed*, that © the Abrahamic | 
Covenant-promiſe is that which Petey princi- 
pally ceſigned in this paſſage.” That it is ſo ap- 


pears to me abundantly evident from thatApoſtle's 


addreſs to the people, in the immediately fol- 


lowing chapter d. Having charged the guilt of 


crucifying the Lord Jefus on them, (as he had 
aseuſed thoſe who heard him on © the Day of 
Pruiscgſt, ) he in like manner urges them to re- 


pent, in the moſt perſuaſive terms, adding}, ye 


are the cbildren of the Prophets, and of the dener 
wwhith God made with vur fathers, ſaying unto ABRA- 

HAM, AND IN THV:SEPED SHALL ALL THE KI 
DRED/ OF TRHR EARTH BE BLESSED: Now, as 


' 


Piter' was ſpeaking on the ſame ſubject; manu 


dreſſing people in the fame predicament with 
thoſe to whom he preached on © the Day of © 
Pentecoſt,” urging them © 2%: repent that their fins - 
might be blotted ou, and enforcing his exborta- 


92 ae the NN ede that ee THEY | 


CES: 


* — * Sc. page 42.— 5 Acts iii. 
'+ rerſe 19— 24. 1 verſe 25.4 | 


a 


1 (Ga Fl 

—_— THE CHILDREN or THE co ENANT _—— 
Go MADE wWIrn ABRAHAN, / to whom he 
ſaid, In thy ſeed. ſhall. all the kindreds of 'the earth 
be bleſſed” —is, it not clear, that it is the ſame pro - 
miſe to which he refers? « No,” perhaps you 
will ar for, in the former paſſage, he had 
ſaid, © ye ſhall receive-the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt,” 
hn in the latter, not even an hint of that 
4 kindi is given by him.“ Not even an hint of that 
kind given by him !” How then, Sir, are we to 
account for the manner in which the Apoſtle 
Paul introduces this paſſage which Peter quotes, 
and for his reaſoning on it.. De Script ere ſore- 
ſeeing that God would jufiify: the heathen," through 
Faith, preached before the Goſpel unto Abraham, ſay- 
ing, In thee ſhall all nations be bleſſed. —Chriſt 
bath redeemed us from the curſe of the law, being made 

4 curſe for us—that the bleſſing of Abraham might 
come npon the Gentiles through Feſus Chriſt ; that 
we might receive the promiſe of the Spirit, through 
Faith? So that the Abrahamic Covenant Promiſe | 
according to the Apoſtle's reaſoning, evidently i in- 
cluded the promiſe of the Spirit to be given unto, 


or beſtowed upon, the Church, in every. inſtance 


5 common or extraordinary, as ſhould be ſuited to 
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* + profeſs faith in his name to be a partf. Indeed 
the Abrahamic Covenant-Promiſe ineludes allithe 
promiſes of bleſfings appertaining to the Church 
of Gov in every age. Theſe circumſtances much 
75 * ee me in ſuppoſing that, it is not only 
4 poſſible (to uſe your dn language) 4 
51 Hb who reads his Bible may miſtake the 
meaning of that paſſage, but that it has been 
a Sag miſtaken by yur 7 ns 


en ns oct what is Haas by the 
promiſe in the words before us, I fhall advert to 


your reaſons for. denying that the Apoſile's expreſſion, 


« ALL THAT ARE AFAR OFF” can apply to the 
Gentiles. . My chief reaſon” you write* < againſt 


admitting that, the Apoſtle meant the Gentiles 


is, that, it would exhibit his moral character in 
ſuch an unfavorable point of view, as to be be- 
yond the poſfibility of exoulpation.“ We will 
try preſently if we cannot clear this great Apoſ- 
tle's „moral character” from the charge you 
have brought againſt it, but I ſhall firſt attend to 
what you further alledged. It is act, Sir, 
| : I | and 
: Mark 3 x. 14.— Obferv. Se. page yn? page 29. 
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dom our Lord declares the infants of thoſe'who 


Dp 2 


„ o ¾ ea oo za 


who WM 


deed 
I'the 
arch 


uch | 


only 


44 , | 


the 
deen 


7 the 
t to 
on, 
the 
inſt 


les 


r in 
be- 
will 
poſ 
you 
d to 
Sir, 


and 


29. 


inveſtigation leads * truth. 


(+ F 


ad you cannot deny it, that he did not e 


ſtand till long after the day of Pentecoſt, that the 


Gentiles were intereſted in the promiſe; - and, 


afterwards you tell us the queſtion is—whether 


the Apoſtles in preaching the Goſpel ever 


told their hearers what they themſelves did not 
know or underſtand? Let us, for a moment, 
examine this matter, I hope we ſhall find that 
"TE _— Peters 


& moral character ” muſt be given up, if tbe 


' Gentiles are meant by thoſe who are AFAR oFF, 


becauſe © he did not underftand till long after 
the day of Pentecoſt, that they were interefted in 
che promiſe. Did the Prophets, Sir,who pale as 
they were moved by the Moly Ghoſt®, always under ſſand 
the ſull import of their own words, even when under 


the extraordinary influence of that divine Agent? 


Read this Apoſtle's expreſſive declaration on this 
head?, Of which falvation the prophets have enquired 


and ſearched duligently, who propheſied of the grace. 


that ſhould come unto you, ſearching what, or what. 


manner of time, the Spirit of Chrift-which was in them 
did fignify, when it teſtified before-hand the ſu Herings 
of Chriſt, and the glory that ſhould foliow, If Peter. 


« did not underſtand, that, the Gentiles were 
intereſted in the promiſe,” what could he mean 
Ce : by 


* 2 Peter, i. 21.— f 1 Peter, i. 10, 11. 
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(28 ) 
by his application of that aſſurance of God to 
Abraham, in thy ſced ſhall all the kindreds of the earth 
be bleſſed, in the diſcourſe to which I have 
already referred ? x Will you ſay *he was ſpeak- 
ing to Fews, and meant only thoſe who were ſcat- 
tered throughout divers parts of the world,” can you 
or any one elſe ſhew, how fo large an expreſſion, 
as all the kindreds of the earth, could be underſtood, 
or can be explained, of the Fews only? Though 
Peter, on the day of Pentecoſt,” or «ill long 
after it, did not know, when the Gentiles were 

to be called, that he, and, the other Apoſtles 
did know they were to be called, we have the greateſt 
reaſon to believe f. Can it be ſuppoſed, that, thoſe 
holy and inſpired men, who, it muſt be acknow- 
| —_ VVV ledged, 


8 ä 


hog. od we SOOT. — 


' & 


tGentium vocationis arcanum Petrus nondum 
norat, nec fi noſſet, Judzis tunc adhuc novitiis, 


4d patefieri expediebat. Reſp. Ægrè credo Apoſto- 


lum Scripturarum peritiſſimum, et jam Spi- 
Titu Sancto illuminatum, vocationem Gentium, 
quam tot prophetz toties et tam clare prædixe- 


rant, quamque hodierni quoque Judæi futu- 


ram tempore Meſſiæ agnoſcunt, aliquando fu- 
turam ignoraſſe. Nec obſtat hiſtoria, Act. x. 
Sciebat Petrus vocandos fore Gentes, quando, ig nora- 


zat.—Poli Syn. in Acts ii. 39., e Bexa et L. de Dieu. 


Acts iii. 12, &c. 
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0 29 1 5 
ledged, underſtood many of the Old Tettamedt | 
Prophecies, had no knowledge of this great Event ? 

Was it not foretold, in a great number of thoſe 
predictions? Was it not the language of God to 5 
his church, The Gentiles ball come to thy light, 1 
and, The Gentiles ſhall ſee thy Rigbteouſugſi * not 
to mention many other paſſages of the ſame na- 
ture? Did not good old Simeon propheſy of 
Chriſt, as a light to li ben the Gentiles? And 
was not the manner in which the Apoftle Peter 
expreſſed himſelf, before the Apgſiles and Elders aſ- 
ſembled at Feruſalem, very remarkable, when we 
are told, He roſe up, and ſaid unto them, Men and 
Brethren, ye know how that a good while ago, God 
made choice among us, that the Gentiles by my : mouth 
ſhould hear the word of the goſpeit”'—Language 
which ſeems to indicate, that the Apoſtles knew 


— WW #: Gentiles were to be called, though they did not 
m | know the time of their calling, till it pleaſed God 
„ MW to reveal it to Peter? Nor did this Apoſtle's he- 
428 


ſi:ation to go unto the Gentiles$, in the leaſt mili- 
tate againſt this, for though he knew, as has been 


_ 
- MW zircady obferved, that rbe.Gentiles were to be called, 
is = he knew not, that he was to be employed in calling them 
- till aſſured of it, by that important mine which 
2 | ; | c 2 = Was 
1. 
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was "wrought e on purpoſe to inſtruct and canfirgs | 


him i in this weighty matter. 


For theſe reaſons, Sir, it appears clear to me, 
that Peter new the Gemiles were 10 be called, and I 


am obliged to you for giving me an opportunity 


to place this part of the JubjeF in a ſomewhat 


| clearer light than that in which it ſtood before 


me, when the Reviewer Reviewed, &c, was Writ 
ten. If what 1 have now introduced will bear 
the teſt. Peter's moral character“ is ſecured, 

notwithſtanding you thought, I muſt bring him 
in guilty to clear myſelf. 


Before I "720g the important paſſage. we are 
now conſidering, it may be proper to ſuggeſt a 
thoughtgr two, as to what“ you haye advanced 
concerning my ſecond reaſon for ebener 
by children,” in this text, < the infant ſeed*” 


the perſons to whom the words have a mos © 


<< its being ſaid, the promiſe is to you and to your 
children;” <« which, you ſay, to me, is ex- 


preſlive, you think, of their immediate Intereſt 


in it, upon their parents evangelical repentance.” | 
So «el think” Rill, Sir, though you add, <<Surely, 
it muſt be very ſtrange, that, you ſhould not 

obſer ve 


* Oberv. Ee. page 25. 


— 


wh, BY @ 


= ( 

obſerve, when you wrote this, that the word 18 

_ applies to all that are afar off, and as many as 

_ the Lord our God ſhall call, as well as to thoſe con- 
derts and their children. Had you but conſidered 
this, yOu muſt have ſeen the futility of 'this ar- | 
-gument.” Why fo ?>— Becauſe it ſeems, 66] ſaid, 
upon the principles of my opponents, the text 
ſhould read, The promiſe is to you and fall be 
toyour childreu ! In reply to which you write 
And may not I add? Upon your principles, 
Sir, the text ſhould, read The promiſe ſpall be 
to all that are afar ; and the promiſe Hall be 
to as many as the Lord our God hall call? This. 
by no means follows lt only proves, what the 
Apoſtle's words declare, and every Miniſter of 
the Goſpel has ground to aflirm—that e promiſe. 
is equally extenſive to the Gentiles as io the Jews, to 
them and 30 their children. _ 55 an 
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. REvEREND Sia, 


LM OST immediately after you have 
finiſhed your obſ-rvations on what IT had 
written, concerning Acts ii. 38. which I have 


conſidered in my laſt Letter, a paſſage preſents it- 


felf of which ſome notice muſt be taken. In the 


Review*, you had ſaid, that «As they” (the 


Apoſtles) „never baptized any but fuch as 
were firſt made diſciples, by preaching the Goſpel 
to them; ſo neither did they ever teach men-to 
obey the laws of Chriſt till they were baptized 
diſciples.” On which I remarked} © if none 
were the ſubjects of chriſtian exhortation but 
baptized diſciples, then I gather, even from my op- 
ponent's principles, that children were baptized 
and eſteemed diſciples alſo; adding in fupport 
of this ſentiment, the Apoſtle's exhortations, 
& Children oby your parents in the Lord,” — 


children obey your parents in all things, he this ts 
well 


eee 


1 330 2 


well pleaſing unto the Lord.” Upon which you 
 exclaim*#ﬀ—©© [| did know, indeed, that the Apoſ- 


tle had. ſaid To, but I confeſs T never knew till 
now, that he was then addreſſing himſelf to ne- 
born 22 Sir, did I ſay he was ? If you had 
attended to my words with the leaſt care, you 


_ muſt have known the contrary. How deplorable 


the ſituation of that writer, who, to extricate him 
ſelf, muſt put words into the mouth of his oppo=. 

nent which he never made uſe of ! The argument. | 
ſtands yet againft you, in all its force, - contro- 
vert it if you can. On your own principles, 
you muſt either deny, that the Apoſtle's words 
amount to. an exhortation “to obey the laws 
of Chriſt, or, you muſt admit, that, all the 
children of ſuch as profeſſed the faith in Epheſus! 


and Coloſſe ** were baptized diſciples !”—Y ou: 


addreſs me, indeed, in the following polite and 


friendly language f, —“ I am much miſtaken if 
your conſcience will not tell you, that you ought! 


to bluſh, for having publiſhed ſuch childiſh and 


ſenſeleſs remarks.” Sir, you are“ much miſs! 


taken” my © conſcience” does not reproach 
me. I neither feel, nor think I ought to feel, 


any « bluſh” glowing on my cheek ; and far 


from apprehending you haveoverturned or ſhaken) 


7 


* Oeerv. Cc. page 34. f Lage 3 


% LE =: 
my argument, F verily believe I ſhalt main- 
tain it, till, as Mr Bunyan ſaid, reſpecting open 
communion“, << the moſs grows un MF CPE, 


brows.” EE 


Adds ii. 38, 30. having been attended to, your 
ce plain obſervations” on 1 Cor. vii. 14. The unbe- 
tieving huſband is ſaunctiſied by the wiſe, and the un- 

! believing wife is ſanflified by the huſband, elſe were 
your children unclean, but, now are they. holy, come 
under conſideration. The reaſons you introduce 
to prove that, theſe words „ never can afford the 
ſmalleſt aid to the cauſe of infant-baptiſmi“ ar 
thus arranged 1. The Apoſtle ſpeaks not ole | 
about baptiſm in that place, therefore, it muſt. 
be quite improper and abſurd, and even a mani- 


that ordinance there. 2. The holineſs of the 
children there mentioned is not the effect of the 
faith of the converted parent.—lt is not ſaid they 
are holy becauſe one parent is a believer ; but it 
is plainly declared that their holineſs Proceeds. 
from another quarter: Therefore your pleas for, 
the holineſs of believers infants, as ſuch, and 
their right to baptiſm, in conſequence of that, 
have not the leaſt fo.ndation in this paſſage.— | 
3. The holineſs of thoſe children is evidently 


; derived. 
* Monthly, an for Nec 1787, page 474. 
1 Obierv. Se page 35% Sc. 
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derived fram the ſanctification or holineſs & the 
unbelieving parent; for the words are, the unbe- 


lieving huſband is ſanctiſied by the wife, and 
the unbelieving wife is ſanctiſid by the ' buſbands 
 olſe, ( i. e if the unbeliever had not been ſo ſanc- 
tified) were your children unclean ; but now (ite. in- 
aſmuch as the unbeliever is ſanRified) are they 
boly.—4. The holineſs of the children being de- 
rived from that of the unbelieving parent, is 4 
plain proof, that the holineſs of the children cannot be 
on fort ſuperior to that of the unconverted parent, 
| but is exattly of the fame fort” Such, Sir, are 
your *© obſervations” on this © famous Haage, N 
which you ſay, ** ſome have turned and twiſted 
and tortured, in order to make it in ſome ſort 
ſubſervient to their own unſcriptural views. 
Great violence appears to me to have been done, 
in theſe lines, to this part of the inſpired volume. 
To your Remark no reply is neceſſary, till you 
prove it either improper or abſurd to uſe our reaſon 
in comparing one paſſage of Scripture with anos 
ther, that we may form a juſt and comprehenſive 
view of the whole. Our infallible Teacher proved 
the reſurrection of the dead from a paſſage of the 
Old Teſtament, in which neither the terms death 
or eſurrection are mentioned. In the /econd obſer- 


vation, 3 affirm, It is not ſaid they,” [the 
children 


{ 3 
ehiHren] © are help, becauſe one parent is a be- 
liever.” To this, it appears to me, nothing more 
is requiſite, as an anſwer, than to recite the 
Apoſtle's words Zhe unbelieving buſband is ſancti- 
gad by, or to, the wife, and the unbelieving wife is 
ſanctiſied by, or to, the huſband, elſe were «Jr e 
unclean, but now are 1 Holy. 


Yr third * (if it may be called @ reaſon} 
amounts to an aſſertion of the ſame kind with the 
former, and therefore needs no other reply than has 
been given to thaz. Not one thing appears to me 
plainer than that the unbelievers being ſanctiſed by 
or to the believing party,and the bolineſs of the children, 
are bath derived from the believer, ſo that your-fourth 
argument ſeems, in my view, a flat contradiction 
to the Apoſtle's aſſertion. Your poſitive declara- 
tion, therefore that the holineſs of the children 
is derived from that of the unbelieving parent,” I 
muſt conſider as an unſupported poſition of a 
very extraordinary nature, yet on this poſition, 

| unſupported as it is, you reſt your lain progf 
that the holineſs of the chilaren is exattly of the ſame 
fort with that of the unconverted parent.” It is 
worthy obſervation, that, the Apoſtle only ſays, 
concerning the parents, that he unbeliever is Jands. 
fied by or to the believer, whereas the children are 
not 
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not repreſented as ſanfifeed by or to their parents," | 


but, are pronounced hoy, and, that in a manner 


which evidently diſtinguiſhes them, in ſome ſenſe, - 
from the children of unbelievers, who are termed 


unclean. The Apoſtle's words moſt plainly im- 


ply, that in conſequence of one of the parents 
profeſſing the chriſtian faith, their children are 
holy, whereas, if both were unbelievers, their 
children would be unclean. This holineſs therefore 
cannot mean legitimacy, for the children of un- 
believers, legally married, are, every one knows, 
as legitimate, as thoſe of the moſt eminent chriſ- ' 
tians; nor can the holineſs here mentioned, in- 


tend an hulineſs of nature, which gives the children 


of believers a pre-eminence to thoſe of infidels. 
Accordingly it follows, that the holineſs intended by 


the Apoftle muſt be an holineſs of ſtate.” This ap- 


pears to me quite plain, from the peculiar mode of 
expreſſion, adopted by the inſpired writer on this 
occaſion, and which in my opinion is well illuſ- 
trated by Dr. Goodwin, in the following words*, 
The Apoitle chooſes to expreſs the holineſs of 
their ſtate, thus with difference, in the ſame terms 
that the Old Teſtament uſeth of the children of 
the Jews in difference from the Heathen, Vea, 
and whereas, in propriety of ſpeech, according 

to: 


Works, Vol. ii. page 405+ 


* 


to the: Greek, e pure or clean, anſwers to 
I unclean, and ſo, in a right way of oppo- 
fition to unclean, he ſhould have ſaid, but now they 
are pure or undefiled, we ſee that he varies it, and 
goes out of the road (as it were) of the Greek 
idiom and analogy, and fays, but now are they holy, 
on purpoſe, becauſe 4yiz and 2+.02p]4 are uſed by : 
theSeptuagint, for things or perſons that were holy 
and uncltan among the Jews. And the Apoſtle 1 
here, on purpoſe, uſeth theſe very ſame expreſ- 
ſions of difference of their children from others, 
by which the Jews expreſſed the difference be- | 
tween their children and the children of the Na- 
tions; and all to ſhew, that our privilege for our 
children holds and continues now as then; yea, 
that theitswas but the type of what is real now. 

The old Law in a typical ſenſe, called things 
that were unholy, unclean, and perſons prohibited 
to come into the temple, and to partake of holy 
things, were called unclean, But the Seed of the 
Jews then admitted into the church, were called the 
Holy Seed, and that in ee from He 
Gentiles.” 


Thus it appears, from the peculiar phraſeology 

of the Apoſtle, that, when the children he men- 
tions are named holy, it denotes an holineſs in 
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chem lads, >icecranbwbotinaſs fate, derived Pettis ot 
| fr om-the belizving | parent Covenant; or that New ! 


Covenant in which the believing parent is in? 
tereſted, and that; therefore; their Holm is 


a further holineſsc than that of the unbelieving 
parent. The ſtate® of the unbelieving parent 


neither is nor can be declared holy, but his being 1 


| ſanctłiſied by or to the believer notes a_ paſſive kind 


of ſibferviency"to th holy uſe of arterbir;” or ib un ve 
end, whereas the children are pronounced 5059 JEW 
a term (as We have ſeen) directly expreſſibe of 
their Separution to God in the vifible Church, and ſo 
the uſe of it, in this paſſage, plainly intimates, 


| that they were, and ought to be, baptized, as the 
| ſign of that ſeparation, as well as to expreſs their 
believing parents faith and hope in God as a God te 


them and their ſeed, | 

As a concluſion of my thoughts on this remark- 
alle paſſage, L ſfall hold up to your view the opi- 
nion of Dr. Dodaridge, on theſe words, a little 
more of whoſe candour,” you intimate“, might be 


| proper for me,—**On the matureſt and moſt im- 


partial conſideration of this Text, I muſt judge 
it to refer to Infant-Baptiſm+t.” Is this candid 
writer, Sir, to be numbered among thoſe, f**who?? 


: D you 


„ — * Obſerw. c. p. 33. | 
Ieh Expofiter, vol. 4, note (c) | Obherv. &c, p. 35* 


* 


5 0 40 ) 
you. ay, < 1MPIOUSLY inſiſt that when the Apoſ- 

_ tle ſaid, Elſe were your children unclean, . but 
now are they holy, he ſignified, that they had a right 
to baptiſm®” Some may preſume to think, that 
*had you a little more of the good Doctor's can- 
dour, you would not have urn ms 

in this manner. 


$7 


; 3 your e Refiarions, on me, 

= whether expreſſed in verſe or proſe, for thoſe 

* 6 readers, to whom ſuch Embelliſhments may be 
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| REVEREND SIR, Sy 


'FTER introducing your fourth Letter with 
a remark, which perhaps may be thought 


no > great honour to your Candor, you bring for- 


ward e Mark x. 13.” affirming that it has no more 
* to do with infant-baptiſm, "thank Rev. i li» 17. 
L he hidden manna; and Ifaiab. xlv. 1 52 Verily thou 


art a Ged that hideft thyſelf, which“ words you aſſure 


your readers, Mon/zeur PASCAL urges in ſupport 
of ranſubNlantiation®. Ia am quite willing to ſub- 
mit what I have written on this paſſage, to the 


— of an impartial reader; only I muſt. 
take leave to add, that I do not, in any degree, | 
- ſee the **weaknefſs of my reaſoning on this portion 


of Scripture,” by what you have written concern- 


ing it. Our Lord,” you afhrmt, * ſays not a 
Nx: 212+ 57] wears 


* Oherv. c. p 38.— Pp 39, Se. 
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"T4 142 * 
word here about the little children of believers 
as ſuch, but mentions little children indefinitely, 
or without diſtinction; therefore, the plea for 
the excluſive right of thoſe of believers, can have 
no foundation in this place :—For another with. 
equal propricty - may hence draw the lſame in- 
ference in favour of al little children, or even of 
theſe of unbelievers excluſtvely, — As a reply, I ſhall 
requeſt your -attention to the words of a certain 


r 


writer, By /uch, we muſt underſtand little 
ones, properly ſo called, but not all, ugh; ſince 
the perſons who brought. theſe. infants 0 little 
1 ones to Chriſt, Were, without doubt, bis follow- 
Z ers, or ſuch as had an high veneration for bim. 
"Ir they were not among his profeſſed. followers, 
| they were Jeus, not Heathens, and as 45 at 
" that time, „members of the viſible church,” 


v3 5 1D 


* 3 2 © 2 


vou write here, that if "infants have a right 
to Baptiſm, they have a right alſo. to the Lord's 
Supper ,“ but the caſes do not appear to me 
parallel. We know that the proper ſubjects 


of the Lord's Supper muſt be able to diſcern ile 


Terd's Bodyt, Anh in ſome degree underſtand the 
. deſign 


* A TzEATISsE on the SuzzEcrs and Mopk of Bap - 


T IS M, Sc. page 15. Lox box. * 742. 
2 Obſerw. SO. P · 40.—1 1 Cor. * 29. 


6 


delights of the inſtitution, - whereas | Baptiſm 


appertains to ail ſuch-as belong to the church or | 


| kingdom of Chriſt, of which he has declared 


the children of his pecple are a n *Of uch, ſays 
he, is the kingdom of God, and taking a child in 


his arms, his remarkable language wasg**whaſoever 
ſpall receive one ſuch ditale-child, or this little child 


in my name, en me; and receiving any one in 
Chrifi's name, is, as he afterwards explains it, 
receiving him as belonging to him*.” Afcer diſmiſling 
Mark x. 13. you proceed to let me know, that 
I ſaiah xlv. 23. can be nothing to my purpoſet,” 
hey are” ( ſays God himſelf, ſpeaking concerning 
his eleci ] ** the ſeed of the bleſſed of the LoRD, and 
their offipring with them. This noble declaration 


I fill conſider as a confirmation of the ſentiment 


I maintain, that the infant ſeed of believers in Goſ- 
pel-times are bleſſæd with ther parents. This paſ- 


| ſage, I perceive, you endeavour to turn off *to 


ſome future period of the church, of which we 


at preſent know but very little.” But on com- 
paring the chapter where this aſſurance ſtands, 
eſpecially the concluding verſe of it, with ano- 
ther part of this prophetic ,boak$,. the ſubject in 
nee the ſame, eſpecially, if it be con- 


D 3 ſidered, 


* Mark ix. 37, 41. "Like hit 43. + Oſerv. Se p. 47 
f + e 1 


e 
Nndered, that in the latter, It is expreſſly de- 
<lared, the great things mentioned in this place 


ſhould be, when 42he __—_ e 


Centiles .* 


As I am ping to your fourth dus ink > 


this a proper place in which to take notice of 
what you have advanced towards the concluſion 
of it}, reſpecting <baptiſm*s being ſubſtituted in 


the room of circumciſion,” as well as your re- 

marks on the ſame ſubject, near the end of your 
pamphlet f. Our arguments do not oblige us 
to maintain, that the parallel between rheſe in- 


ftrtutrons muſt hold in all particulars, but only 
an /uchyas evince, that there was nothing of pri- 
- wilege in circumciſion of which the children of 


- believers are now abridgedz. To think, that be- 


- cauſe circumciſion and baptiſm. do not apply in al 
things, therefore they muſt apply in none, appears 
to me very abſurd. Who will ſay, that the 
Paſſover and the Lord's Supper correſpand in every 


Lircumſtance ; and yet, the Apoſtle Paul plainly 


- Haggeſts the ſubſtitution of the latter upon the 


aAbolition of the former? Your argument, that 


the * 5 in the room of cir- 
| inen 


* verſe ie Te. p. 7.—f p. 78. See 8 


p. CI-. 1 Cor. v. 77 K. 


( 459) 
cumciſion cannot be ſcriptural, becauſe circitm- 
 Cifion was pratiiſed after baptiſm was inſtituted, is in 
my view of no force, fince the Fewſh Church ſtate 
continued for a time, and while it remained, circum- 
ciſion was 40 be practiſea. Could you prove, in ; 
_ deed, that it was neceſſary io practiſeę ,cireumeifion, 
after the Goſpel- kingdom was e/tablifhed, that wrould © 
is beyond your line. Circumeiſon was only per- 
mitted to the Fews, as were many other rites, 
that had long obtained in the Old Teſtament 
Church, till the deſtruction of the Jewiſu Temple. 
omen were not admitted to divine ordi- 
nances, during the former, but, they are, and 
muſt be, under the preſent, diſpenſation; to ſay 
then, that baptiſm, which is to be adminiſtered 
to cach fex, cannot ſucceed circumciſion, becauſe that 
could be adminiſtered to males only, is extreme 
futile. All were circumciſed wWwhe became 
members of the -Jewith Church, and were allowed 
to eat the Paſſover, and all are to be baptized, 
_ + previous to their eating the Lord's Supper, from 
which females are no more excluded than males; 
but it will not hence follow, that all who are bap- 
- tized have an immediate right to the Lord's Sup- 
i per, any more than it would, that all who were 
_ © circumciſed had an immediate right to eat the 
1 115 ANGIE. 
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| Paſſover. —Crrcumcifion was à ſervice expreflive 


of that purity which ought to diſtinguiſh a people 
ſeparated to God, and ſo is baptiſm; in this 
the agreement is complete. The Old Teftament 
Church State was a ſtate of bondage, under carnal 


ordinances, the New Teſtament Chureh State is 
| a State of freedom and ſpirituality. The rite 


by which-members were admitted into the former, 
awas wiſely ordered to be ſomeway expreſſive of 
the nature of the diſpenſation under which it 
was, as in many inftances, painful and-irkſome, 
whereas the rite which our Lord Jeſus, who has 
made his difciples free, has inftituted, in the 
latter, is conſonant to the more ſpiritual, glo- 


rious, and extenſive, diſpenſation of the Goſpel, 
wherein no diſtinction is made between male or 
emale, nor any thing of bondage continued, but 
all is perfectly ſpiritual, ſublime, and glorious. 


With theſe views, (which, I think, are ſcriptu- 
ral, ) let any one attend to the Apoſtle's reaſon- 
ing, in his Epiſtie to the Colofſrans®, and de- 


«termine for himſelf, whether there bes not ſo 


much as the moſt diſtant hint“ of the ſubſtitution 


Hor which I plead in Scripture; perhaps ſome 
may think there are much more than * diſtant 
Hints? of it, notwithſtanding de the clear and 


; concluſive 
Chap. ii,—h Obſerm, fe, p. g. 


— 


ar 
the 


| \ (647, ) 
concluſtve nd (as you are pleaſed to call 
them) Which you re Vivught t. Look evince the 
Fa — A 4 
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ä The infinustions ee parts of your Tet 
8 eee eee for the right of the infant 
ſeed of believers to baptiſm, in conſequence of their in- 
1 tereſi in the ulvine Hromiſe, amount ro "CONFIDENCE 
- IN THE FLESH,” pleading” for the® right” of the 


car nal ſerd of believers to ſpiritual privileges, with 


: nie} (Gates of the ſame kind, are either en- 
Ld tirely groundleſs, or, if they be of any force, 
muſt 'YeeoiPupon yourfelf. Vou plead for the 

rigbi of all in 


fancy, the offspring of unbolievers as well as of 
o | believers; enter into biifs?”$ What Þ maintain i is, 
that % infant: feed,” of *' believers are to be treated as 
belonging 1% Cbriſi, or as members of the Gofpel- 
- kingdom, ' with their parents, and as ſuch to be 
baptized, and if taten away by death, in their 
- infancy, my views of the © promiſe,” with the decla= 


ration -of Cbriſi concerning them, give me the 


Fulleſt reaſon for believing, that they enter into bliſs ; 
but I no where ſay, that living to renounce the God 


of their 2 : their bei ug 45 1 8 from believing 
parents 


ms th the kingdom of heaven, poſi- 
- tively affirming, that all who die in their in- 
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parents ſceures their ſaluation. Whoſe argu- 
ments, then, your's or mine, have moſt 
Heſhly confidence in th em, let others jud ge. 


Where, I would aſk, does the Holy Ghoſt ap- 
ply the term carnal - ſeed to the inſanis be- 


dievers; is not carnal always uſed to denote the 


character of Adults who live according to the de- 


fes of the fieſh and of the mind ? Vou are pleaſed 
to reflect on me*, becauſe I ſaid , that: the in- 
fants of believers are regenerated or born again,” but, 


Sir, is not this more proper than to call ſuch a 


- carnal ſeed Our Lord's ſayi ing, Except & 716 (any © 

one. be born again, he cannot ſee the kingdam of God, 
is a plain proof, that, in whatever ſenſe we un- 
derſtand the kingdom of | God here ſpoken of, in- 


fants, if they have a place in the Church of 
Sod, on earth, or in heaven, muſt be born again, 
i. e. born of the cleanſing. Spirit, the ſymbol: of 
which is baptiſm; and though you will not al- 
low them a place in the Church of God 


on earth, yet as you are not for keeping 


them out of heaven, they muſt, if they go there, 


Wy e ee to this aſſertion of our divine an, 


Be born again. 


* 1 - 3 


When you . in a following part of your 


pamphlet 9, 1 peaking concerning circumciſion,“ 

«nor 

P. 43 4 Reviewer Reviewed, Sc. p. 77. Fee” Ub } 
5 1 Te | 


tenor, 


infants 
the ww 
to it, 
and p 
infant 
it, wh 
the Gt 
what 
we alſ 


excuſe 


or pr 
all 0 
circut 
not ſa 
lieyers 
know! 
who f 
to the 
part“; 
as ſuc 
tians 

you 
there, 
cernit 


when 


1 
1 


(„) 


nor, was the deſignation of this rite for the male 
infants of the belitving Fews only, for thoſe of 
the wicked of that nation had an equal right” 
to it,” you ought to have explained yourſelf, 


and produced your proof. If you mean, that all 


infants deſcended from Abraham had a right to 5 


it, whether their Parents obſerved the inflitutions 3 
the C of. Iſrael 6 or not, you ſhould” tell us on 
what your faith in this reſpect is founded, that 
we alſo may ſee and believe; till then, you will 


excuſe our withholding an aſſent to the juſtice 
or propriety of the remark, The Infants of © 
al obo proeſed faith in the Gul of fel were 

circumciſed, but certainly no others. We do 
not ſay, that baptiſm is for the infants of be- 
lievers,as ſuch, for who they are, is, with certainty, | 
known to God only, but for the infants of thoſe * 
who profeſs faith in the Lord Jeſus, and ſubmit 
to the appointments of the Goſpel. Ina former i 


part“, you mention ** the carnal feed of believers 


as ſuch,” and a little after f, ſpeaking of << chriſ- | 


tians and their children, or infant offspring,” 


you ſay, —<not the leaft hint is to be found © 
there, [in the Scriptures I had quoted! con- 
| cerning a carnal feed,” (as well there might not, 
when 1 never thought of applying that term | 7 


to 
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( 1 50-4 ) } 


to anfants,) or,“ you add, concerning any 
ſeed at all. hat I muſt, Sir, take the liberty 
to deny. |. refer to my pamphlet“ which gave 


occaſion to your Obſervations. There it is plain 


the SCriptures I conſidered and compared were 
Gen. xvii, 7. Rom. xv. 8, 9; 10, and Gal. iii 5 


17, The Printer, indeed, by miſtake, inſerted 


Rom. XV, . 2, 10. This I think, a ſuperficial . 
reader might have obſerved, as I quoted part of 
the 8th and gth verſes, yet —— transfer this mil 5 


take of the preſs into Your Objervations, | as if 


Rom. xv. 8.—ii. 10. were the paſſages I was 


conſidering and comparing, though in the fame 
page you allow**m my main argument, is—grounded 1 


on Gen. xvii. 7. 7 will be a God unto thee and to thy 


feed. after. 1 thee.” I do not think this i is treating 


me quite fairly, if you obſerved the typographi- 


cal.error, which poſſibly. you mi ight not adyert to, 7 


and which 1 truly wiſh bad never happened. 


But permit me to aſk, Sir, on what ground « do you 
call < the infant oftspring of Chriſtians, | a. carnal 5 


feed.” Does not the term e carnal,” as before 


remarked, always apply to *<adults” only, ve cho | 
live according to the deſires of the, fleſh and Moc 


the mind, and as ſuch are denominated *caanal, 0 
becauſe they mind the thugs f the ft ob. , , 


"BY 


* Reviewer Reviewed, Wc, py Bo, &c. 


Does 


ſhip, 


ſatio 


Chri/ 


„ 5. 


Mk 
Does the Scripture teach us to divide cc che ice 


offspring of Chriſtians“ into their . carnal” and 
_ ſpiritual © feed 4 This the diſtinction you; wake 
expreſſly requires: On what foundation do you 
ſupport it? The Apoſtle* calls Abraham, the 


Father all them that believe, whether they. be 


Jews or Gentiles, and, in no one place, appears 
to me to inſinuate, that the adult offspring of 
Chriſtians, believing in the Lord, are the ſpiritual. 


feed of their pious parents; this diſtinction, prey 
fore, of ** the carnal” and ſpiritual c fred”? 
Chriſtians, is tally without foundation. _ 


infants of believers were of old regarded as che c 


of their parents, not only in a civil, but alſo in 


a religious ſenſe, being admitted with their pa- 
rents members of the church. When they be- 
came adult, they were treated with on their ow 
perſonal profeſſion, which entitled them to a' 
continuance in the Church, and a farther right 
to privileges. In the Old Teſtament- times, 
Males only were admitted to Church-member= 


ſhip, but under the New Teſtament: diſpen- 


ſation, our privileges are enlarged; for 4 n 


Chriſt Feſus, under the Goſpel Diſpenſations 


6. there is neither male nor female. 


2 4 Jew. 


Rom. iv. 11.—f Gal. iii. 28, 
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( 52 ) 


But, it ſeems, we muſt not argue, that bapti/p 


was ſubſtituted in the room of circumciſion, becauſe, 
you ſay,**it is not plainly revealed in Scripture.” 
We allow, this << ſubſtitution” is not expreſſed 
in thoſe very words, yet, it appears to me, 


made known in the Scripture with ſufficient 


clearneſs, and abundantly evinced by arguments 


juſtly deducible from that inſpired Volume. Do you 


conſider no article of truth or duty as plainly re- 
dealed in Scripture, unleſs you find it written there 


in expreſs words? If ſo, to be confiſtent with 
yourſelf, you ought never to apt an Ex- 
h ; 
As to another particular you mention, to prove, 
that we are not to believe the ſubſtitution under 
conſideration+, „that it would have been plain- 
ly declared by the Apoſtles when convened at 


Jeruſalem,” on the occaſion mentioned (“Acts 


xv.) it appears to me totally inconcluſive. To 
MY that (had baptiſm been ſubſtituted in the 
room of circumciſion—it would have been plainly 


declared by the Apoſtles, c.“ is not to argue from 


what has been written, but to preſcribe what ſhould 
have been written, To which it may be added, 
that the buſineſs of that Council, was not merely 
(as * intimate) 80 to ſettle the A 

in 


ObJerv. Sc. P+ 51.— 17 bid, 


(5H 
ing the uſe or diſuſe of circumciſion,” but to 
determine, whether it was neceſſary that the 


Gentiles ſhould „ obſerve the whole ceremonial 
Law of Moſes “. 75 | | 


i * : * ; 4 # > 2/3 * 


Haling 22 enquired whether the infants of 


believers, or of ſuch as profeſs faith in Chriſt, 
are to be treated as belonging to the Church of 
God, and examined your reaſons for thinking 
that bapti/m is not to be regarded as ſtanding in 
the room of circumciſion, I ſhall proceed to con- 
ſider our 1 e after again Sor you, 


; of an, 
s T =; | 
: Tours, Se. 
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* REveEREND SIR, 


© CCORDING to the promiſe already made. 

A. at the end of my laßt, I addreſs myſelf to 
that view of the Ancients, which you have thoughe 
fit to give in your fifth letter ; as towhich, I muſt 


freely acknowledge, what you have written 


has not in the leaſt altered my ſentiments con- 


' cerning their practice. The paſſages. I had in- 
| troduced ſtrike my mind as they before did, and 


J flatter myſelf,” others will be of the ſame opi- 
nion, on an impartial attention to what each of 
us has ſaid on the ſubjectꝰ. 1 


To begin with * Juſtin Martyr,” with whoſe 


5 teſtimony” you begin. This writer, you 


alledge, 


#-Fie-reader is requeſted if he would peruſe the paſ- 
ſages of the ancient writers, afterwards mentioned, to 
turn te Revicver Rewiewed, Sc. page 91, &c. where he 
\ - ry whence the fol.owing quotations weie chied) cxe 


(as 3 
alledge, xte ſays, thoſe whom he repreſents as the 


ſubjects of baptiſm, are per uaded, and do believe, 
that thoſe things which are taught and ſpoken 
by us are true, and engage to live accordingly,” 
and adds“ ſince we were born at firſt without 


our knowledge, by neceſſity, and brought up 
in wicked cuſtoms, we ſhould not continue 
children of neceſſity and Ignorance, but of. choice 
and knowledge.” What does hrs evince, but that 


which we allow? We readily grant. that, | the | 


primitive Chriſtians were careful as to the charac- 


ters of thoſe Adults whom they admitted to bap- 


tiſm, They compelled none of the Emperor's 
ſubjects to renounce the religion of the empire, 
but, if any were convinced, by the preaching 
of the Goſpel, and of choice and knowledee,” deſired 


Chriſtian Baptiſm, it was adminiſtered to them, 


and as we believe, to their children alſo, for the £4 © 


| had (to uſe Juſtin's own words, )*thoſe amon 
them, who were diſcipled to Chriſt in their 


childhood, That this is the true ſenſe of Fuſe | 


tin's words, appears to me undeniably. evident 
notwithſtanding your criticiſm on the original, , 
el Ta w14ualirwbnoar ToXeisw, which, you nt 
<ught to be tranſlated,who Were taughtor inflruc- 


ted in Chr: ſt from their childhood ; Juſt, as 25 mathy is 
e 


— 


& Meru. Se. p. 56, id p. 58. Sc. 
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ts) 
Baia to have Fnown the Holy Seriptures from a 95107 
2 Tim. iii. 15.“ I am, Sir, permit me to ſay, 
much ſurprized at your offering this paſſage in ſup- 
port of your eriticiſm. What ſimilarity i is there 


between Juſtin's faying, 0 «x Teifor eundureongay 


#4 Xpicey who from their childhood Were diſeipled t fo 
bz, and the Apoſtle Paul's declaring to Ti 


mot hy, amo Bpepes 74 142 ypaupd]e b, from © „ 


child thou haſt known the holy Scriptures ? Could 
you find nothing better to juſtify your tranſlation 
of Fruſtin's words, than this declaration of the 
poſits, which, in the Greek, is totally different? 
Why not bring forward ſome Rule 7 Gr ammar, 


or ſome parallel Place, whereby your verſion of 


the paſſage might be vindicated? However, as 
nothing of this kind is introduced by you, 1 wal 
take the liberty to introduce a quotation in direct 


oppoſition to your critical Remark. Plutarch 


Tays, #*<© Autipbon the ſon of Sophilus, walyrewoas 
Ta TT having been 4. ſeipled o or a. diſciple” to bis fa- 
her, but according to your conſtruct ion of Fuſe 
Lin” we ſhould read it, Antipbhon having. been 


inſtructed in bis Futber. 1 mmed iatel ly on this 
eriticiſm, you afk But what Man i in bis ſenſes 


will from hence conclude, that infants i in Fuſtir's 
time were baptized " >Þ To which queſtion, was 


T diſpoſed to imitate | your manger of abr "capt | 


might 
* 2 Ales. * wk nb. 932. 


to) 
I might A, ec Any man in his ſenſes would 


think ſo;“ for, though (to uſe the words of fa 


learned writer“) Dr. Gale brings à great many 


inſtances, where a courſe of Learning,” Teachinig, 


Studying, Sc. is Taid to have been from childhobd, 
there is not atnong them, nor I believe any 

where elſe, an inſtance of any one that has been uu 
be huahiſſns, or perdiiſeuberg,. [4 diſciple or aiſcipledJto 


Chriſt in, or "_ en per he e hoo troy 


then.” 7 2 

c ſrenæusꝰ is the next ancient writer whom you 
hold up to your reader, let us, therefore, attend 
to him.— To his *teſtimony” you make many 
objections, any of which, if duly ſupported, 


would, I own, go a conſiderable way towards 


turning aſide the paſſage quoted from him, ſo as 
that it would not anſwer the End fer- which I 
produced it. You fitſt inſinuate a doubt uchether 


the paſſage be genuine. The teſtimony of 


Irenæus, you ſay, if it be his,“ and having 
introduced ſome circumſtances which you think 
ſuited to confitm this iniuuation, you:addz$\**theſe 


things, Sir, properly conſidered, are engugh to 


convince any impartial man, that it was none 


"6 "WE Fathers of ts n 1 "that did 


writs 


+ Oſſerv. Sc, p. 59. SÞ, 62 
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n 
write this diſputable pagage; much leſs ſo 
Aearned, well- in formed, and venerable, a Father 
—“ Suppoſing chis paſſage to be 
genuine,” you ſay f,. —“ it will be in the firſt 
place neceſſary to prove, that by born again, or 


earned men of the firſt rank deny, and affirm 
that that manner of ſpeaking did not obtain as 


KLarly as Jreneus's time,” in proof of which, at 


the foot of the page, you refer your readers to 


the Drs. Gale and Gill. I thought, Sir, you told 


s A Page or two. before, when you quoted 
FJuſtin's words, (who, according to your on ac- 


* 


count“, << flouriſhed thirty or torty years before 
Irenæus ) that, ſpeaking concerning perſons who 


were baptized, he ſaid, —“ they are then led 


by us to Place where there is water, and they are 
[ regenerated with the ſame kind of regeneration 
With which, we were regenerated,” yet now you 
intimate, that it is neceſſary to proye, that” 

that mode o, expreſſion, which your oον words de- 
- lare obtained in Fuſtin's time, prevailed fo early as 
<< ſrenæus, who you aſſure us ( flouriſhed about 
1 ** or dre pears after him.” 


Here it is neceſſary to yy Fs 8 the 


- teſtimony of Henæus, (though I have done it 
already 


cp n e, 11 . 1 


„ 


( 
alreadys) that the reader may judge of tlie fol⸗ 
lowing remarks.““ He?” “ Chriſtꝰ ] came to ſave 
all perſons, by himſelf, all I mean who by him are 
regenerated,” i. e. baptized} * unto God, In- 
fants, and little ones, and children, and ee 
and elder perſons.” That, as you ſay f, eit 
exceedingly probable, that in the above he 
the word"infantes” [infants] is uſed rather in 
a proper than a vulgar ſenſe, is an argument, the 
weakneſs of which muſt, I think, be evident to 
any one Who obſerves, that Trenæus diſtinguiſhes 
einfunts from irtle ones and children,” And cin 
reading Benæus, ſays Dr. Mall, Ges I have minded 
that in ſeveral places (in all where I can find ti 
word) he takes the word infant in the ſame ſenſe 
as we and all others do.” And it is very clear even 
from your on Sasser that the word in 
fant” is uſed by Treneus, in the common ſenſe 
of that word; for in reference to every other age; 
Chriſt, he G A , _— «an example, but in re- 
gard to << infants,? he does not uſe that expreſ- 
eon; his words are, being an infant among 
the infants, ſanłi ping infants.” Thus, I think; 
you, Sir, have made it clear, that the term ©%+e< 


generated" obtained! as _ as the time of re- 
200 neun 


» 


o 


* Rewieaver Reviewed, & c. p . 4033 erw. &c. p. 61. 
. Defence, &c. P- PFLAG | Ole, &C; Po» 60 


4 


MH „ 
E i nens, fince Juſtin who lived before him uſed 3 
W it; and that the word “ :nfantes” [infants] does 7 
bt apply to ſuch as were not capable of imitating 22 
0 Chriſt's © example.” To what purpoſe then 
Þ# is it in this caſe to cite Hippocrates,” Danet, he 4 
bl and *the Laws of England d' Cbr 
4 But you introduce ſome conſiderations, which * 
I you, think altogether invalidate the paſſage, I va 
Fi would, therefore, for a moment attend to them, Mi plete 
#] The whole weight of your objection reſts on Ire- fam 
b! zeus's miſtake in a chronological point, and even Jars 
bi in that, you ſeem to have fixed a meaning to lis bs 
. words beyond what they naturally imply. You prea 
4] inſfinuate+, that lreneus maintained that our Sa- MM 
N viour *4lived to be an old man,” whereas, the ut- WU 
* moſt he ſays is, that our Lord bad the age of an be * 
1 7 elder, when he taught, which age commences, the 
bf according to his own words, at the forticth year. that 
| His words are? ram the fortieth and fifticthit declines ſed 
#0 ELDER AGE, WHICH OUR LoRD HAD WHEN prea 
HE TAUGHTHS.” The learned Petavius acknow- But 
ledges this to be a miſtake, yet ſhews, that there Mu! 
is nothing in which Irenæus can be ſaid to con- befo 
tradict himſelf. The venerable Father owns Chr if ſerv: 
to have been at his NO about thirty years of age, EW 
an d teſti 
with 


42 P . 61+ p. 62.—5 p- 60. 


( 61 ) 


and quotes the mention of three paſſovers after that, 
which was enough to confute the opinion of his 


living but one year after,” as the Valentintans, whom 
he was oppyſiong, maintained, but he imagined, that, 
Chriſt ſtaid full ten years after his baptiſm, before 


he entered on his public miniſtry; for he ſays, 


« He was thirty years old, when he came to: 
baptiſm.” Then afterward," when' he had the com- 


plete age f a maſter or teacher (which in the 


ſame chapter he defines to be forty) he cam 10 
Jeruſalem. Now, that firſt going to - Zeruſalens 
was at, or preſently after, the beginning of his 
preaching, John ii. 13. And, wherein is it 
wonderful, that Irenæus ſhould ſuppoſe our Lord 
waited ſome years after his baptiſm” before 
he began to preach ? — The great Uſher was of 


the ſame opinion, only, with this exception, 
that he ſuppoſed three years and an” half elap- 


ſed from his baptiſm to the beginning of his 
preaching, and /reneus thought there were ten. 
But, what is this to the authenticity of the paſſage & 
Muſt a perſon be perfect in chronological calculations 


before his writings on theological ſubjefts can de- 


ſerve credit ; or, muſt it be proved, that re- 


næus erred in nothing, before we liften to his 


teſtimony in any thing? If he was miſtaken 
with reſpect to the number of years our Lord lived 
. „%%% 


4 
$$ 
iy ? 
5 1 
SY 
7 
ix 
7 
11 
br. 
8 
+= 
£ 
| | 
FS. + 


0 y N 
5 . 5 
% 4 O * 
> us 
ee  og 
. 


P P 


% 9% 
kn 


r 


* 


ey 
* 92 * Wo 
n 


E x * 
EG 
12 ö wh 


> = 2 
238 

1 e n eee 

— — "wy 


2 1 - * a mn 


, * ; wa F S P TY! 5 = 
A ns 
Fe "We . 


£ LEY E an ; : \ 
n r ⅛ rr en 
err 


8 

I * 43 
* 
1 
2. 


. 3 


F 
—— — IPD ates; B 


— jy Ile” EOS 
a < 


an earth. (which was not at all ſurpriſing), is it 
reaſonable to , reject all he writes, or, Which, 
in the preſent caſe, is the ſame thing, all that 
we. maintain he did write, in this Chapter, as Hu- 


rious ? Till you can find ſome better reaſon for 


rejecting this paſſage than the chronological error 
on which you have commented, we have as much 
ground to deem it authentic, and to conclude 


that Irenæus was the author” of it, as we 


either want or wiſh to have, in ſupport of 


the cauſe for which it is produced. 


Pd 


3 a $ — — which next preſents itſelf 


in n your Obſervations*, is ſo plain, and full, that 
to evade it in the manner you have attempted, 
ſhews, that you are not a little pinched with 


the concluſion that, muſt naturally follow, If 


there was not ſuch a thing as infant baptiſm 
in the world the firſt hundred years after the 
Apoſtles, as yo Mum, and yet Origen ſpeaks of 
it as the practice of the church, about ten years 
after, no one can ſuppoſe the former aſſertion 
is founded in fact. Should it be allowed that 
Ruffmus uſed. freedom in tranſlating Origen, 
with a view to clear him from ſome things 
alledged againſt. him, that is nothing to the 


purpoſe, reſpecting the ſubject of the preſent 
controverſy, 
by Page 6 * 
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controverſy, for Jerome, who was a bitter enemy 


to Ruffinus, and who alſo tranſlated Origen, 
perfectly agrees with him, in giving the ſenſe 
of Origen, concerning the point in queſtion. Your 
ſaying to me*,—< the paſſages you have quoted 
bear a much greater reſemblance to the writings 
of that time,” [ about the latter part of the 
fourth century,” when, you ſay, the tranſla- 


tor Ruffinus lived” ] <* than to thoſe of above 


an hundred years before, when Origen lived,” 


will never carry conviction to conſiderate readers, 
till you ſhall be pleaſed to ſtate the great differ- 


ence between the language of Origen's age, and 
that of Jerome 5, as to the caſe now debated : Till 
that be done, your aſſertion, that this © teſti- 
mony of Origen—is of no weight at all,” will 
hardly paſs for an anſwer, even with the addition 
of all you have advanced beſides on that head. 

And, here, Sir, I muſt be ſo free as to tell you, 
that this method of clearing away teſtimonies: that 
witneſs againſt you, reminds me of what a certain 
| perſon once ſaid to his antagoniſt, {as Dr. Hall 
relates ith) It is your common method to 
evade the authority of the fathers, by ſaying. they 
F 0 are 


id. f Nid.— 5 Defence, &c. page 317. 
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E 
are but tranſlations, &c. But you have neither 
eriginals nor tranſſations of thoſe carly times, on 
your fide, Were there no Autipœdo - baptiſis then 
to tranſlate? I apprehend it was even ſo; as I do 
not think there was one of that character in the 
church of Chrift at that time, 


After ſaying, that “you think you have made it 
very clear, that my teſtimonies of the ancients will 
in no wiſe ſerve my cauſe, or diſſerve yours,” 
you © obſerve, that it is not a ſentiment peculiar 
to the Baptiſts, that infant-baptiſm was unknown 


to the chriſtians of the two firſt ages,” adding 


* ſome very eminent Pædobaptiſis are of the 
ſame opinion.“ You mention two inſlances in 
ſupport of this aſſertion, *Curcelleus*? and „ Sui- 


cerus*.”” To what Curcelleus advances no re- 


ply ſeems neceſſary, as it is evident to me, you do 


not believe what he has affirmed. —He ſays in the 


vhird and fourth [© ages after Cbriſt, ] it 


infant baptiſm””)] was approved by a few” but 


you © freely acknowledge“ and © allowy, that the 
ſenſe and practice of numbers,” even „great num- 


bers” of thoſe of the third and following ages 
were 


* P. 62, &c. where avhboewer pleaſes may fee the Word! 


of theſe Authors. —F Com pare Revicao, Tc, Page 44% and 


Nerv. Oc. p. 54, Ec. 
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were in favour of my ſentiments.” After 


| fuch Authority, Sir, do you wiſh me to pay any re- 
gard to Curcelleus ?: To this writer's ſaying, in 


the cloſe of the paſſage juſt referred to, that infant 


baptiſm ** is obſerved by us, as an ancient cuſtom, but 


not as an apoſiolical tradition, I reply in the words 
of the celebrated Miiſius*x,. . The Grounds for 


infant-baptiſm, andh thoſe more ſolid than 
any which can be alledged to the contrary, are to. 


be met with in the Scriptures, ſo that there is no 


neceſſity, with the papiſis, who ſhamefully preva- : 


ricate in a good cauſe, to have recourſe in this 
matter to unwritten tradition ;” and, for Pro- 


teſlants, to argue, as Curcellæus“ does, that the = 
foundation of their practice reſts on the cuſtom of 
thoſe periods of the church which gave birth to 
ſo many abſurd rites, as it is well known Toſe 


ein the ffth and following ages, till which time he 


would have us believe it was approved only. 
«y a few,” isſurely to take moſt wretched ground. 
We leave him, therefore, I truſt, without much 


company, to lay his foundation on a quagmire, 
while we are ambitious to build on that ſure and 
N F2 - , uniſbaken 


* Oeconomia Federum, &'c. lib. iv. cap. 16, ſec. 40. 
$ The elegant Author's words are ** omni exceptions 
firmiora, — —/o firm as to be above all Me ma! : 
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unſhaken rect, the Nord of God. — The other pe. 


dobaptiſt you mention is * Suicerus.” He declares 
«that in the two firſt ages no one received baptiſm, 


but he. who, having been inſtructed in the faith, and 
imbued with the doctrine of Chriſt, was able to tes 

tify that he believed.” —This may be true in a limi- 

ted ſenſe, or, as importing the care and attention 
that was paid not to baptize any ignorant adult 
perſons, but if he means, as his words ſeem to 
imply, that 10 infant was baptized, I am by no 

means diſpoſed to regard his mere aſſertion, in con- 
tradiction to all the Chriſtian Forld, a few Anti- 
predebaptiſts alone excepted, As you have recom- | 


mended me to Curcellæus and * Suicerus,” let 


me requeſt your attention to what that great re- 
former Mre Calvin, (to whom you give an ho- 
nourable character, in the very pamphlet which 
gave riſe to theſe Remarks*) writes on this heady. 
Speaking of ſome, who, in his time, endeavoured 


to perſuade the plain common people, that infant- 
baptiſm was unknown for many years after the reſur- 


rection of Chriſt, his words are, —“ In this they 


moſt groſſly falſify, fence there is no ancient writer 
who does wot, for certain, refer its origin to the apoſ= 


tolic age. | 


* Þ, 42.—\ Iii. lib. iv. cap, 16. fc. 8. 


As 


As to che = inige,7 which you obſerve® 
< took place” in the Chr 
where, as you ſay, in t courſe of about fifty 


years, immerſion was wholly laid afide, and 


ſprinb ling ſubſtituted in its room, it may be 


remarked, this hath no tendency to prove, as you 
inſinuate it has, that, in the ancient Church, there 
was à «change of the ſubjects of baptiſm from 
adults to infants,” fo as that, if no ſuch thing as 


infant-baptiſm obtained, in all the world, in the 


ſecond century, as you affirm, it ſhould never- 


theleſs become © the ſenſe and practiee of great 


numbers, which we have already ſeen you al- 
low” and * freely acknowledge, or as Origen, 
who (to uſe your own words:) - *ffourithed, in 
the former part of the third century,“ ſpeaks, 
the uſage of the church in his time. And as to the 
ſubſtitution of «/prinkling® or pouring, in the room of 
« immer/ion,”” this took place after the Reformation 
from Popery, when 1t is to be hoped, the rulers 
.of the Church, and the teachers of the people, 
became better acquainted with their Bibles, than 


in the days of darkneſs which preceded that me- 


morable and glorious event. l might here, Sir, 
put a period to my Remarks on your h Leiter, 
but 1 muſt briefly take notice af a paſſage that 


contains 
* Obſerve Se. P. 63.— Ip. 565 P. 58. 
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contains an heavy charge againſt me, which you 


have advanced in it. You repreſent me as having 


expreſſed myſelf concerning you in language, 


4 the plain Engliſh of which iS, hat he has in- 


Smuated is a peſitive and wilſul falſbood. I hope, 


the Reader will conſider his, not as my meaning, 
but your interpretation, In my former Pamphlet* I 
ſaid, ſpeaking of you—*<< he infinuates that I had 


ſo ſtated the caſe,” [ i. e. reſpecting circumci/ion as | 


mentioned in my ſtrictures, ] as that it was no 
objection of theirs ;, but herein he knew better” — 
and in proof of this laſt aſſertion, with which I 
perceive you are offended, I referred you to your 


own wordsF, and to them I ſtill appeal, in Juſtifi- 


cation of what I Et 


With this neceſſary vindication of myſelf from 
a want of © that propriety and delicacy of be- 


haviour,” which you ſay “ ſome people ſeem ſo 
much to value themſelves for,” I take my leave 


of your Hefth Letter, | and am, 


1 


Tours, &c. 
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REVEREND TOW 0 


OUR Arth and laſt 7 Etter is now + before me. 
The #r/t part of it chiefly relates to“ the ar- 


| gument for infant ſprinkling” [Baptiſm]*founded | 


on the. Scripture-acoount of the baptizing of 


houſeholds, *. which you ſay << requires but a ſhort | 


anſwer 1 to this, therefore, I ſhall. frf? attend. 
You charge me with Can undoubted and, , unpar- 
donable breach of the law of diſputation,” Why 


ſo? I have, you ſay, put an opponent upon | 
proving a negative,” Heinous Crime ! ! How i i o 


dreadful a charge ſupported?ꝰ 1 faid; which | you 
wittily call**< the drolleſt part of my whole ſtory, 
about thoſe — ſpoken of in Scripture 
as baptized, Whereas we read of believers and 
©*—*their houſeholds baptized, it concerns our oppo- 


| nents 10 PROVE THAT THERE WAS NOT one inſant in 
ſuch 


alibi Sc p- be. | 
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; fuch families. —“ And Sir, have not the . > 
Y Sapti/ts often attempted this, and, does not this Fa 
bi evince, chat even th thought his a matter which i 
i concerned them and their cauſe? This you know bs 
4 Mr. W://on attempted ; and, notwithſtanding all 4 
| Is A hich he, you, or any of your perſuafton, whoſe writings | 0 
1 1 have met with, have alledged on this head, I ſtill | 
think, it is perfectly right to demand of you, and ny 

Others of your mind, a clear and unequivocal prof, 70 

that there was not one infant, mo nat one little Ebila be 

zn ſuch houſeholds. 1 

But, from your accu/ation J proceed to your ar- 77 
guments. You ſay, (for though you chiefly uſe _ 
the wor ds of another writer i, ſince you quote them 4 
as expreſſiug your ſentiments, I may juſtly conſider, tin 
repreſent, and treat them, as your own,) © the "al 
is Scripture ſometimes mentions all the houſe, when RE 
We \ only the adult part of it is intended.” _ This 2 
plea, Sir, will not in the leaſt help the Cauſe you n 
f eſpouſe, ſince, when that is the caſe, the expreſ- 4 

Hon © all the houſe,” is manifeſtly to be under- 1 
ſtood of thoſe only who were capable of performing in 0 

rbeir own. per ſons 1he ations Jaid to be done by all the _ 
SY hou uf J91CE 

e can 
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hiuſe, So it certainly was in the fir inflance. 


mentioned to ſupport the criticiſm; yourlelf 


being judge; ALL the houſe of Millo gathered to- 


gether and made Abimelech king; (Judges ix. 6.) 


yet,” you immediately add, none will affirm 
that infants had any hand in this.” And does 


not this, Sir, let light on the other inſtances you 
ſee fit to introduce? As to * Cornelius, © the 


Jailor, and „ Criſpus,” you can no more prove, 
from what is ſaid reſpecting them, that here were 
no children in their families, than you can demon- 
ſtrate, that there were no infants in © the houſe of 
Mill,” fince the term ALL, as to that houſe, will, 


according to your own interpretation, apply to 


| thoſe alone who hd an hand in making Abimelech 
Ling.“ What! though it be ſaid, Cornelius feared 


God with all his houſe,” ( Acts x. 2.) may not this 
term®*ALL bis houſe,” be underſtood only of Jach as 
were capable of per forming thoſe actions which were 


expreſſive of the fear of God? When it is affirmed, 


as to **the Tailor,” that*tbey”*{ * Paul ald Silas] 
«K/pake unto him the word of the Lord and to all that 
were in his houſe,” (chap. xvi. 32.) and that**He re- 


Joiced, believing in God, withALL his houſe,” (ver. 34.) 
can the expreſſion ALL his houſe” be juſtly applied 
to any in that family, but uch as were able to hear 


the 
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the word of the Lord, and 16 rgoice, believing in Gd > 
And ſo, when, concerning ** Criſpus,” it is af- 


firmed, that Hie believed on the Lord with ALL his 


bouſe,” (chap. xviii. 8.) can this large phraſe 
**ALL his houſe,” be extended to any under this 
good man's roof but thoſe who were capable of be- 


licving on the Lord? By what rules of juſt and 


fair interpretation, Sir, can you prove, that, 
the fame mode of expreſſion, which you explain in 
one ſenſe when uſed of ** the houſe of Millo,”” muſt 


be repreſented in a different point of view when 
applied to the **hou/es of Cornelius, the Failor, and 


Criſpus ;” if in the former, it can be referred only 


to thoſe who had an hand in making Abimetech king, 


why, in the latter, muſt it be ſtretched any fur- 


ther than to ſuch as were capable HEARING, BE- 


LIEVING, and REJOICING ?——You add*, If 


they infants” ]**cannot be included in the ALL. 


who believed, &c. neither can they be included in 


the ALL who were baptized,” But is not this, Sir, 


what Logicians call petitio prineipii, i. e. begging 


the queſiton, or, taking for * the t in 


debate ? 


As to the remarks on the Greek word cc 1 
n with all his houſe, which are brought 


forward 


12 
forward in this part of your pamphlet, how little 
ſupport they give to the cauſe you attempt to de- 
fend, appears to me, from the preceding ob/erva= 
tions; nor do I think Mr. Glas's criticiſm in the 
leaft enervated by any thing here offered againſt 
It. | | | F 


The account of Lydia” you paſs over with the 
mere mention of this one remark®, the ſacred 
oracles no where ſay that there were infants in 
| Lydia's houſehold,” but (to uſe your own words,) 
«you know, Sir, and all the world knows, that 
the ſacred oracles” - ſay, that he was baptiſed, 
ind her houſehold,” without inſerting even one word 
ibout any in that houſehold believing but herſelf, or 
naling in their own Pee. a profe Hon of chriſti- 


auity. 


Viw ſeem much diſpleaſed at my remarks on 
the account which the Scripture gives of the 
| Youſeholds there repreſented as baptized, eſpecially | 
mat of the Failor, and intimate, that I have ad- 
vanced what amounts, in your opinion, to con- 
tradicting the words of the Holy Ghoſt himſelf, 

© Your remarks, you ſayſ, (referring me to zhe 
writer 1 an . has been N obſerved, 


you 
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you have chiefly made uſe of, on this part of the ſulject) 


ceon the ſcripture account of thoſe houſeholds, eſ- 
pecially that of the Jailor, remind me of the ob- 
ſervations of a writer alreadynamed, upon the man- 
ner in which this argument has been handled by 
ſome of your brethren. * Others,” ſays he, con- 
vinced that no argument for infant-baptiſm can 


be drawn from thoſe houſes, whilſt ſome ſtubborn. 


texts ſtand in the way, have fallen to work, as 


with hammers and axes, to cut them down'—”, 


This is, indeed, a very ſevere inſinuation, on 
« ſome of my” | peedobaptiſt] * brethren,” while 


your aſſuring me, that my remarks remind you of 
bis obſervations,” points the reflection per /onally at 


my/cif; and to ſupport it, Meſſ. Huddle/lone and 
Glas” are mtroduced. 


The firſt of theſe Gentlemen, I muſt take the li- 


berty to ſay, is groſſly miſreprefented. As an 


evidence that he is ſo, I ſhall fr? preſent to my 


reader the words brought into your Obſeruations*, 
and then ſet before him, what Mr. Huddleſton has 


real advanced. The ſacred hiſtorian,” ſays 


the writer whom you quote, „ tells us, that 
Cornelius was à devout man, and one that feared 
God, WITH ALL His HousE (Acts x. 2.) Not 
ſo, ſays Mr. Huddleſton, none in Cornelius's 
houſe feared God but himſelf + Of the ſame houſe 


of 
*. Huddlion's Letiers, p. 54. 
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K 
of Cornelius, together with ſome of his kinſmen, 
it is written, The Holy Gros fell on all them 
which HEARD the word,” verſe 44. and Peter ſays, 
God purified their-hearts by FAITH, chap. xv. 9. 
But the above writer tells us, that C the account 
of the houſe of Cornelius hearing, believing, or 
receiving the Holy Ghoſt, is not true, and that it 
cannot be affirmed in the fear of God, that he 
had any houſe elſe but little children.“ Of 
the Jailor and his houſe, it is alſo written, that 
Paul and Silas © ſpake unto him the word 
of the Lord, AND TO ALL THAT WERE 
IN HIS HOUSE, chap. xvi. 32. This he like 
wiſe treats as a falſhood, and denies that * Paul 
and Silas had any other Pare from the Jailor? 8 
houſe beſides himfelf4+'—””. Such, Sir, is the ac- 
count the writer you quote with approba- 
tion produces of Mr. Huddleſton's arguments, 
but, before the reader makes a judgment, I muſt 
deſire him to. hear Mr. Huddle Non s own words. | 
After reproving his opponentf, the very Writer, 
Sir, on whoſe words introdueed into your obſerva- 
tions J have juſt been remarking, for unfair treat- 
ment of Mr. Glas againſt whom he wrote, and 
obſerving, that < he conſiders the houſe of Cor- 
| 5 Air "I neliug 
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nelius as including his kinſmen and near friends, 
complaining of it, as not a fair repreſentation 
of this tranſaction,” he adds—46 in Acts chap. x. 
I find no hint of the houſe of Cornelius bearing, 
believixg, or receiving the Holy Ghoſt. It is ſaid 
verſe 2. that he feared God with all his bouk, which 
may, without any violence done to the words, ſig- 
nify his maintaining the fear of God in his houſe, 


in his prayers and good works. But let us ſuppoſe, 
that all his houſe in this text deſigns perſons capa- 


ble of doing thoſe works which beſpeak the fear 
of God, and that, becauſe of infants being in- 


capable of thoſe works (which is all the reaſon 
that can be aſſigned) they are not. included 
in thoſe words, all his houſe ; yet this reaſon can 


not have any place for excluding infants: in chap. 
Ki. Id. where it is ſaid, that he and all his houſe 
ſhould be ſaved by the word to be ſpoken to him ; 
for if he had infants to be excluded i in the former 
text, becauſe of their incapacity to fear God, yet 


they were as capable as he, or any that could be 


in his houſe, of being ſaved, and therefore can- 
not be excluded here on ſuch an account. And if 
we inſiſt from chap. x. 2. that he had none other 
in his houſe but ſuch as were capable of fearing 


God, the text will not ſupport ſuch a ſenſe—it 


| gives no countenance to it. If in common diſ- 
| courſe, 


3 


| courſe, at this day, we ſhould r it ſaid of any 
_ perſon, that he is one that fears God with all his 


houſe ; it would never enter into our heads that 
ſuch a perſon had no little children : The ut- 


| moſt we could ſuppoſe would be, that thoſe of 


his family come to underſtanding were religiouſly 


diſpoſed after his example.” In a former part 


of his letters*, he writes, When the Apoſtle 
Peter was ſent to open this kingdom or the door of 
faith to the Gentiles, he ſpake the ſame things to 
them as he had to the Jews. He told Cornelius 


words whereby he and all his houſe ſhould be ſaved, 


Acts xi. 14. If this text ſpeaks to our under- 


ſtanding it connects the 5 of Cornelius with 


himſelf in that ſalvation brought hy the words 


ſpoken to bin. In thee words of the angel to 


Cornelius the ſame thing is intended by the term 
houſe that was intended by the term children in Pe- 
ter's words to the Jews; for as he then connected 
the receivers of his word and their children in 
the promiſe unto which they were baptized, ſo is 
this Gentile and his houſe connected in the ſalva- 
tion brought by the words he received, And 


| whatever other houſe he might have beſides little 
children they cannot be included in this connection; 


— indeed, from what i is ſaid of him and his 


houſ 
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"FF oy it cannot be affirmed in the fear of God, 

that he had any houſe elſe but little children. W e 
have* indeed very confidently aſſerted it, from 
Chap. x. 2. becauſe it is there ſaid of him, that 
he feared God with all his houſe. But this is not 
a ſufficient foundation for us to be aſſured that 
any one of theſe ALL prayed to God, gave 
alms, c. as did Cornelius himſelf, though it may 
aſſure us that he had reſpeQ to all theſe in his 
prayers and almsdeeds, and that he was ſetting 
the fear of God before all, as they ſhould come 
to underſtanding. Accordingly there is no notice 
taken of any prayers and almsdeeds in his houſe 
beſides his own, verſe 4, 30, 31. nor is any 
mention made of any in his houſe to receive in- 


ſtruction 


: | Py 3 


4, 
* a 


ft is neceſſary here to obſerve, that, Mr. Hud- 
Aleflon had been an Antipedobaptiff Minifter, at I hite- 
haven, in Cumberland, but on convictien that nfant- 
baptiſm was of divine authority, he renounced his former 
principles, and in the year 1709, publiſhed to the 
world his reaſons for the change in his ſentiments and 


: -piaſtice. The brethren <vith whom he ⁊bas connecled, ſee- 


ing their former opinicn and conduct indefenfible, 
acknowledged their error, and all the members of his 
church (two only excepted) came over to the Pwdobaptifis. 
See bis Letters, p.t—— The Reader will therefore be 
pleaſed to confider him as here referring 10 his, and 


bis bretbren's ſentiments, awhile they were Antipgedobaptiſiss 


of gr miſcepreſentation. As to © the Failer,” the 


was not ſalvation even in the words of this verſe _ - 


the after enlargement on it, verſe 32. 3. If no 


6 70 * 
ſruction from Peter beſides himſelf, v ver. ö, 31. nor i} 33. 
is any notice taken of his houſe,'i in calling to- 
gether his kinſmen and near friends, on Peter” 8 
coming, verſe 24, 33. — Such is Mr. Huddle- 
/f*on's own account of this matter, and. I am much. 
miſtaken,” Sir, if, after you have duly attended 
to it, your own conſcience will not accuſe you. 


ſame writer has the following remarks. Addreſ- 

ſing his opponent, he ſaysk, 4. Try if it can 

fairly appear to you, from any thing ſaid in the 
whole narration, that Paul and Silas had any 
other hearer from the Jailer's houſe beſides him 
ſelf; and if the <apoſtle* s anſwer to the jailer's“ 
queſtion, firſt more briefly and comprehenſively, 
verſe 31. and then verſe 32. more fully and par- X 
ticularly, is not all one diſcourſe, without any 

intermiſſion of ſpeaking the word of the Lord to 
him and his houſe. 2. Can you doubt of what i is ſaid © 
verſe 31. being addreſſed to the jailer only.? And 


preached to his houſe as much as to himſelf? Tea 
as clearly was falvation preached to his houſe, in : 
that comprehenſive anſwer to his queſtion, as in 


more was intended than * that his houſe would. 
* p- F. 


| 

| 

| 

| 
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i 

| 
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„ — 

be ſaved as well as he, believing on Chriſt, what 
| propriety. can we ſee in this connection, which 
the apoſtle's words ſignify, between him and his 
houſe? If this had been all, as Glas obſerves, 
© then it might as well have been ſaid, thou ſhalt 
be ſaved and all the houſes in Philippi, or the 
whole wortd'— Now, Sir, if theſe ſentences did 
not eſcape you, as I preſume they did not, muſt 
it not appear very ſtrange, to every impartial and 
diſpaſſionate man, that you ſhould permit“ the 
following paſſages to appear in your pamphlet, 
from the writer you quote, uncenſured, “ Of the 
Jailor and his houſe it is written, that Paul and 
Silas *ſpake unto him the word of the Lord, Ax p 
TO ALL THAT WERE IN HIS BOUSE,' chap. xvi. 
32. This he, [Mr. Huddl:/lon\*likewiſe treats as a 
falſhood, and denies that Paul and Silas had any 
other hearer from the Jailer* s houſe beſides him- 
ſelf *—"? The truth is, Mr. Huddleſion, under- 
ſtands the ſacred hiſtorian's words in, a dif- 
ferent light from that in which you and 
your friends view it, and he gives his rea- 
ſons for taking them in that ſenſe, but, is that 
a ſufficient cauſe for thinking or ſaying, that, «He 
treats the Scripture narration ** as a_falſhoad ? 


* OZ/erw. Se. P. 67. 


E 
And, Sir, why was this introduced in your Let- 
ters to me? Had I mentioned Mr. Huddleſtou, “- 
or uſed his. arguments on this paſſage > You 
know I had. not, nor am I concerned in any thing 


he has advanced, fo as to be under a necefity of a 
maintaining all that he aſſerts as his opinion. But 
] thought it a piece of juſtice, 'in compliance 
with that golden rule, of doing to others as we 


would they ſhauld do unte us, to ſtate the account 


fairly, that he might not be repreſented in 2 


wrong light. 


As „Mr. Huddleſſon“ has been miſrepreſented, 


Mr. Glas has been treated with the ſame injuſtice. 


To prove this I ſhall produce the account given” 
in your pamphlct*, and then bring forward his 
own words, Te writer you ſtill quite ſays, 
< We are further told, that the jailer rejoiced, 
believing in God, w:TH- ALL HIS HOUSE : 
verſe 34. But Mr. Glas aſſures us there was no 
ſuch thing; that none in the jailer's houſe believed 
but himſelf, and that his rejoicing was not in 
God, but in the whole houſe.” Thus, Sir, it is 
affirmed by the author you have introduced. 
Mr. Glass own words, more fully. ſtated, are 


theſe t, It! is ſaid, (verſe 34.) that he believed, 
Ts and 


his Works, Ve 4. P. 129. Edin. 1761. 


Ibid.— Norxs on ScrxrervrE Tzxrs, No, iii, See 
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a and thereis no mention of any other believing but 

j himſelf, The text ſays, chat he believing i 
FN God, „ Terrx ryuced in the while houſe,” V 
. AS Rom. xli. 12. 7# card! A ,v; 7 rejoicing „„ al 
11 hope.” This joy is his who el! down eue e and F: 
4 Silas, and brought them out of © the Stocks' in *the th 


inner priſon, and /aid, Sirs, what muſt I do ts 
be ſaved?? Who © took them, —and waſhed their 
feripes;” and having © brought them into his houſe,” 
ſet a table before them. It was he that © reiaiced, 
Selicving in God. And certainly it was matter of 
the greatcſt joy to him, who had juſt before been 
thinking of nothing but the ruin of himſelf and 
family, to find eternal falvation, in the Lord Teſus, 
not only to himfeif, but all his houſe.” Theſe being 
Mr. Gal own words, muſt it not be aſto- 
niſhing to every diſpaſionate man, to find it aſ- 
ſerted, that, Mr. Glas aſſures us, that his” [the 
Jailer's] „ rejoicing was not in God?” Ina 
former part of your pamphlet®, vou repreſent me 
as << perverting the truth.“ An heavy charge, for 


which I cannot find the leaft ground, except my wo 
differing from you in ſentiment, on the point of bap= had 
iſm, be thought ſufficient to confirm it. In cha 
another page}, _ ſcem very angry, becauſe I you 

NETS: the 


| 8 Ohr v. &c. p 10.— P · 44. 


„ „ 
happened to ſay in my former pamphlet, ſpeak- 
ing of you“, « Our antagoniſt, it ſeems, is a 
very warm oppoſer of the doctrine of inference 
and analogy, (referring for proof to your own . 
Review, Sc. ) ä and we need not wonder at it, 
the reaſon is plain. His cauſe in this matter re- 
quires it.” But, permit me to aſk, Sir, do not 
you make uſe of << ference: and analogy,” When 
you think it requiſite to ſupport your cauſe in 

that way? And why muſt that be unlawful 
and cenſurable on one fide, which is practiſed as 
lawful and commendable on the other ? —What 
ſeems particularly to offend you, is, the reaſon. I 
gave why I think you “are a warm oppo- 
ſer af inference and analogy,” becauſe I add, 
«your cauſe requires it.“ This you declarey, is 
«as much as to ſay, It is not becauſe he really 
or conſcientiouſly thinks inferencial and analogical 
reaſoning inſufficient to ſupport a pefittve duty, 
that he oppoſes it—Honeſty and Conſcience are 
out of the queſtion'—”,If you will interpret my 
words thus, I cannot help it: I aſſure you I 
had not the /ea/? intention to inſinuate any ſuch 
charge as this againſt you. But, the merit of 
your conduct, in the inſtances adduced, I leave to 
the deciſion of the candid reader. | 


EO I ſhall 
* Reviewer Rev eꝛued, & c. p. 7. f p. 28, Se. 
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I ſhah now, Sir, advert to ſome other particulars 


in your /aft Letter, to which I am at preſent more 


immediately attending, of which it may be pro- 


per to take ſome notice. I perceive you kindly 
tell me* that it is not quite ſafe, even under the 
Goſpel diſpenſation, to play and trifle with divine 
ceremonies.” With ine ceremonies” T hope I 


| ſhall never trifle,” and if you charge me with 
this, becauſe I will not give your baptiſm that name, 


to the excluſion of ſprinkling or pouring as the 


mode, and of infants as the ſubjefas, cannot 
help it. You write“ that circumciſion was a 


ſeal of the covenant of grace, (as you plead?) or, in- 
deed of any other covenant, the Scripture no 
where tells me; therefore I neither know nor be- 


lieve any ſuch thing. What is the import of the 


following paſſages of Scripture compared together 
1 ſhould be glad you would be pleaſed to inform 
me. And he” [God] «gave him” [*Abra- 


ham“ ] © the covenant of circumcifionh.” And 


he” [Abraham] „ received the ſign of cir- 
cumciſion, a ſeal of the righteouſneſs of faithſ.“ 
And ye” [**thou Abraham and thy ſeed”] 
« ſhall circumciſe the fleſh of your foreſkin, and 
it ſhall be a tokenof the covenant betwixt me and 


you.“ 


* P. 71.— p. 69.—1 Reviewer Reviewed, p. 120. 
121, Sc. -S Ad, vii. 8. Ken. iv. 11. 
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( Oo ) . 
you“. In 2b texts, Sir, are not the words 
Fan, ſeal,” ss token,” uſed as ſynonymous 
or convertible terms? The candid Dr.  Dod-. 
dridge moſt undoubtedly thought ſo, When he 
thus expreſſed his mind on one of the paſſages I. 
have juſt mentioned+. ** Seal of the Righteouſneſs 
of faith, ] This ſeems an unconteſtable proof, 
that circumciſion was a ſed! of the covenant of 
grace, and not merely of temporal promiſes ; and 
conſequently obviates the moſt conſiderable ob- 
jection that hath ever been urged againſt inſant- 

6 baptiſm.” If you will not allow, that he are terms 
of the ſame import, and which may therefore be 


; warrantably uſed one for the other, I call upon 
: you, vir, clearly to ſtate the difference between 
N them, that I may be enabled hereafter to repreſent, .. 
r with preciſion, the meaning of a n, 4 
1 feal,” and © a toten, plainly ſhewing how, and 


in what, each differs from the other. The very 
learned Mr. Poole], ſpeaking of “ circumeiſion, 
after expreflly aſſerting that it“ was given that 
it might be a ſign,” and pointing out the different | 
reaſons for which it may be conſidered as ſuch, 


d from various authors, introduces the following 
4 remark 
* : | 55 ES 

a Gen. xvii. 11. f Note (g) oROm. iv. 11. Tamih Ex. 


| poſitor. v. 4. p. $3-— f Syn. Crit. in Gen. xvii. 11. 
2 g htfootis op. vol. i. p. 1 3. Roterodi. 1687. ; 


| 686 ) 
remark of the juſtly celebrated Pr. Ligbiſsot. v 
<Circumcifion was inſtituted in Hebron, in 
the month ib or Nifan,” [March or April} 
ein which place, and at which time of the 
year, John the Baptiſt was born, who ſub- 
flituted Baptiſm in the room of circumcifion.” 
Reſpecting the fix things I offered to your 
confideration+,” you write f, I cannot but think 
that I have had the honour of conſidering them 
before you took upon you to do ſo.” If this was 
the caſe—your anſwers do not appear to me to 
indicate, that your thoughts had been ſufficiently 
digeſted; however I leave candid readers to com- 
pare my queſtions with your replies, and to de- 
termine on the merits of the caſe, only taking no- 
tice of ah aſſertion which ſtands in your return 
to my third query. My third query was®, If 
| Baptiſm, conſidered as a religious rite, does in 
its nature repreſent the burial and reſurnection of 
Chrift, as our opponent argues, we aſk when it 
took that ſignification ; eſpecially, ſceing John 
and the Ap/ites baptized ſo many thouſands 
before it was ſo much as known that Chriſt 


ſhould ſuffer and riſe from the dead? Under 
| your 


1 Reviewer Reviewed, Qc. p. 128, Se. f Obſero. c. 
p. 72, Sc. Reviewer Reviewed, Gr, p. 129, WH 
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your anſwer to this you aſſert®, «© The dit 


ciples did not apprehend when they firſt partook 


of the Lord's Supper, that he, T 6 Chriſt” 1 N 


cc ſhould ſuffer and die: — Take the /ollowing 
paſſage» of, the ſacred Volume into your ſerious 
conſideration, and perhaps you may ſee reaſon 
to alter your ſentiments in this reſpe&t,—4*Fe/us 
ſaid unto his diſciples, ye know that after two days is 
the paſſover, and the ſon of man is betrayed to be cru- 
tied: He eus] ſaid unto them” | his 
diſciples** when they au **a woman” pouring 
ce very precious ointment” eo his head, as he fat at 


meat, and had indignation, ſaying, to what purpoſe 


is this waſle ] Vin that ſhe hath poured this ointment 
on my body, ſhe did it for my burial.” He 
[**Feſus” aid unto them,” [his et twelve apoſtles] 
c with defire have I deſired to eat this paſſover with 
you before I ſuffer.” And © The Lord Feſis the 
ſame night in which he was betrayed, took bread, and 
ſaid this is my body which is broken for you.” On 
a review of theſe and many other paſſages, of the 
ſame nature, in the holy Scriptures, I will not 
even ſuggeſt *a ſimilarity” (as you do with reſpect 
to me) between you and Albert, Archbiſhop of 
| : . Mentz , 


* Obſerv. Oe. page 73.— 4 Matt. xxvi. I, 2.—? ver. 
6.—13.—5 Luke xxii.15.— 1 Cor. xi. 23s 24+ 
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Mintz,” who you tell uss, Sat the Diet of "Py tl 
burgh angrily - laid by a Bible in which he had ſ⸗ 
been reading ſome time, with this profane ſpeech, | th 
Truly I know not what this book is, but. * 
perceive it makes all againſt us, — yet I muſt fecely el 
ſay, I think it is very evident, you did not con- * 
ſult “ the New Teſtament,” „by the ſingle de- uf 
ciſionꝰ of which you charge me“ with à c ſeem- Pe 
ing unwillingneſs to abide,“ ſo attentively as you 1 
ſhould, when you expreſſed the aſſertion I have en 
juſt mentioned, and, to uſe the words of a certain * 
writer, of whom I believe you have ſome opinion+ th 
c This—Sir—fhews to what unreaſonable and 10 
ſtrange lengths ſome people will go, rather than ba 
kendunce a  fav'tite e ee 1 1 0 ba 
* * NET the end of your pam- d 
phlet, to prove that“ (as, with” the writer * 
whom you have often quoted, « you obſerve|”) ſu 
The Tndepend:nts*, whom in a former part of your fre 
Obſervations, you compliment (whether ſeriouſly he 
or not, you beſt know) with the character 1 vil 
diſcerning people, are the moſt inconſiſtent of YE 
2 ſet of people upon this ſubject,“ is not 1 Jr 
think, "” 

| TE 

$- Obferv. &c. p. 69, e. — 15 p. 68 inj 


Mr. Maclean.—] p. 75. p. 4. 


6890 
think, well conducted. Vou write, n very © - 


ſame ſentence, where you are pleaſed: to pay 


them the juſt-mentioned compliment, Nou 
have often wondered that the Peedobaptiſts, and 
eſpecially the Independents, are not yet con- 
vinced of the bad policy of publiſhing any thing 
upon baptiſm.” Whether their *bad policy” ap- 
pears in ew © publiſhing any thing?” on that 
ſubject, which you imagine yourſelf able'effec- 
tually to overturn, I will not ſay, but, this I 
muſt ſay, it is certainly very unfair, to hold 
them up to public view in the manner in which 
you let your readers know Mr. Maclean's pen 
has repreſented them, and that with your appro- 


bation. They' do, indeed, as that writer fays, 
© admit that the people of the new covenant are | 


diſtinguiſhed from thoſe of the old, by their ha- 
ving God's law written in their hearts—that the 


ſubjects of Chriſt's kingdom are | diſtinguiſhed 


from the world, by their being of the truth, and 


hearing his voice and that this diſtinction is only 
viſible to us in the profeſſion of their faith; 


yet they no where ſay, that ſuch only are the ſub- 
jects of Chriſt's kingdom.“ They believe, that 
to affirm this, would be to contradict their Mas= 
TER, who has expreſsly declared, concerning the: 


infants 7 bis ae Jing people, «gf ſuch 3 is the king- 


* 2. [7 4 aom: 


C 
dom of Cod, ' i. e. as we underſtand it, that they, 
with their parents, are members of the goſpel- 
Kingdom, to be received in his name, and treated 
as belonging to himy. But, where, Sir, do the 
Independents aſſert, as the Author whoſe words you 


introduce and approve, repreſents them, —“ that 


their being the natural ſeed of believers, ſufficiently 


marks them out as children of God?"""? Yau. 


know it is your own principleh, ** that all who 
die in infancy, the offspring of unbelievers 
as well as of believers, enter into bliſs,” ſurely 
then we cannot be called inconſiſtent, be- 
cauſe we plead for the ſalvation of {the infants of 
believers, on the ground of the promiſe, and de- 


clarations of the word of God, while, as to the 


infants of others, we leave them in the hands of 
the judge of all the earth, who will do right, at the 
ſame time profeſſing, that, what the holy Scriptures 
uc where tell us, either in expreſs words, ary of Juſt 
__ we do not pretend to know. 


66 The 9 of believers,” - when edule, 
were always treated in religious matters, on 


their own perſonal profeſſion and conduct. Had 


a fon of Avraham, . notwithſtanding his admi ſſion 
durin; infancy, into the old Teſtament church, 
- when 


Mark, x. 14.—t ir. 37, % 
10 e. Se. P. laſt.— 5 p. wa 


» 


4 


„„ 


8 * 


Wem of ap" for vim if. res 


fuſed to obſerve the ordinances of the God df 


| Thatl, his right to the peculiar privileges of that 


church. Wodld“ from that inſtant have been vaca- 
ted, and, he have been treated as a tranſgreffor 
of the la v, in his 9wn'perſon; In like manner, 
we do not plead that, #52/#0þ0 were in their infancy, 
admitted into the chriſtian church ought to be con- 
tinued as ſuch, unleſs, when they live beyond 
. this tender age, they "obey the laws of Chriſt, or 
act agreeably to the rules of the goſpel. This 
would be, indeed, to ſay, that tie children f 
tbe fleſh} are the children Gd; that, being born o 
believing parents ſuſsiciently ſceured their ſalvation; 
"poſitions, which, hoſoever they be who ys. 
us with maintaining, e neither believe, approbe, 
gor aſſert. Surely," therefore, they muſt greatly 
miſapprehend, or groſsly miſrepreſent, who af- 
firm, concerning the Independents, (as you aſ- 


ſure us* Mr. Maclean and you do) that chey in- 
+ fiit that their*-{ thoſe who are born of believing 


parents“ ] being the natural ſeed of believers, ſuf- 
fniciently marks them out as children of God. 
Here, Sir, L might requeſt you ſeriouſly to 
as knowywho are, in your view, (The natural 
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Feed of believers ? Muſt we turn to *the Laus 
England“ ? The writer you have ſo frequently 


introduced aſſures us, (as you let us know in a 


former part of yourGb/ervations® )thefe call all per- 
ſons zufants, who are under the age of twenty- one, 


but will the Bible warrant us to eſteem the Father: 
all fuch believers ? I leave theſe matters to your 
conſideration, and entreat you will let the Inde- 


pendents ſpeak their own language. Quote your au- 


thors fairly, and then leave the res; to judge, 
ſent” or not. This | 


_ whether they be inconſ 
every writer de to , #0, ae it Agde be ſuppo- 
ſed you would have adhered to this method with 
the ſtricteſt punctuality, ſince, even in yourT tl- 
page, the reader is exhorted to *buy the Truth.” 


Should not He, who has placed this juſt and wiſe 


precept in the front of his pamphlet, have been 


careful to have ſad nothing elfe 


I am now, Sir, brought to the end of your 


Obſervations, which cloſe with a very remark- 


able aſſertion, of which ſome notice muſt be 
taken. You affirm, that Dr. Hats told his 
friend Mr. G. that he wihhed infant baptiſm was 


aid af. Mr. G.“ bete introduced, is I find, 


the preſent Rev. Dr. GxBBons of London. Though 
in * matters I would be determined by 


no 
* P. br. 


* 8 9 rn "I; „ 


* 
8 55 a _—_ "4 . by 


1 a name as . of Dr. Hints: 7g 


have weight with ſome minds, for which reaſon, 
it may be preſumed, . you introduced it, I made 


it my buſineſs to enquire into the merits of this 
aſſertion, and having received a Letter | from that 
| Gentleman to whom you affirm the Doctor told it, 


I think proper to inſert.it for the. en 


the lin. 
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us : | F \ f : 
| ; N + 8 = YN #-. at's o "IF ft e 
3 | | a ; 


Find it has 3 aſſerted 5 in a late publica- 
tion that Dr. Watts declared to me, (for I 


am ſaid to be the perſon referred to, though only 


the initial letter of my name, and not my 
name at length, is printed) that He wiſhed 


infant baptiſm was laid afide. It is not a little 
diſagreeable to me, that what I mentioned caſu- 


ally in converſation, without the leaſt appre- 
nenſion I ſhould hear of it again, in the public 
manner I have done, ſhould have come into the 
preſe, and thence be communicated to the world. 
But, as this has been the caſe, it may not be im- 


proper, nay, it may have become , 
: — . 8 " _— 


me 
.- 


( ©94 3 Y 


He to give a»plaine account” of the matter, which. 1 
*F ſhall do, with the ſtricteſt regard to trut 1 and 0 
1 withvur _ _ tinQure of CO 1 
uche Doctors and myſelf were one Jews pethaps 0 
two or three years before his deceaſe; in à free 
«converſe together, when (J cannot recollect how 
ehe fubject was introduced) he expreſſed himſelf t 
to this purpoſe, That he had ſometimes thought | ti 
oF: a ee with our Bape ne by h 
on the one dae, hand our Oy. up. the baptiſm, 4 
of infants on the other, as he had not obſeryed any W 
benefit ariſing from the adminiſtration of the or- pl 
dinance to them.“ This was the whole, from ſo 
What 1 remember, the Hoctor ſaid upon, the point, | he 
Which, in my opinion, falls much ſhort of a hi 
declaration from him, that he wiſhed; infant ne 
Be liſn, Was laid, a/ide.— have to add, he 3 
"gave 1 me, perhaps, it "might not be more than 2 co 
few manths before his death, a written » dęſence 8 
bis upnn Baptiſm, in which he largely argues ha 
| . for its extenſion tothe infants of believing parents, fe 
: 4 and at the end of it he expreſſes himielf, that 
though the reaſons | we have for the practice of Sn: 
j | l children are not ſo ſtrong and evident, to 
„ aL a6 if Nr had lome expreſs precept, or plain indu- for 
1 on | bitable 5 
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bitable examples of it, yet there ſeems to be a 
conſiderable” force in the proof, that it is a Di- 


vine ordinance, ſufficient to incline me to chuſe 
this fide of the 9 and to | gal ac- 


cordingly.? * 


It may not be improper to obſerve, that, if 


the Doctor had wiſhed to have had infant-bap- 


tiſm laid aſide, how came it to paſs, that per- 
haps ſome years after the above-recited converſa- 
tion, he ſhould give me, as my own property, 
A Diſcourſe in Defence of Infant- Baptiſm, and this 
with an annexed Declaration of his opinion and 


practice in favour of it? Or, if he had, in 


ſome of his laſt weeks or months of his Life, as 
he was in poſſeſſion of his underſtanding, even on 


his Death-bed, as I, myſelf, was a preſent wit- 


neſs, decided in his own judgment, againſt the 


| baptiſm of infants, why had he not ſpoken to me 


concerning the Diſcourſe he had given me ex- 
preſsly in ſupport of that practice, or at leaſt 


have deſired me to ftrike out the profeſſion of his : 


ſentiments on the head, at the cloſe of it? 


Though it is far from Wy 8 to me, 


to be obliged to communicate the above account, 


for the 3 I have ſuggeſted, yet, feeling my=-_ 
ff. 
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69 
ſelf under a Eind of neceſſity to do it, I have, 
no objection againſt your ewing what 3 
written to any perſon who may be deſirous of 
knowing the truth of the affair, nor, if you think 


proper, of printing it. 


Www 


1 * your Fo ſucere Friend, 


DATE WS Servants 
London, | 
June 224 1782. | 
THOMAS GIBBONS,” 
« The Rev. Mr. Dane) V9 DUETS. WE SORE 


 Mattiſhall, Norfolk,” late egen e 2H! 


Thus, Sir, I leave the public to judge what 
were the ſentiments of Dr. Matis, reſpecting the 
ſubject under debate, When they are told, that 
not more than a few Months before his death, he gave 
to his friend Dr. Gibbons, a written Diſcourſe in 
Defence of Infant-baptiſm, annexing a declaration that 
there was a. conſiderable force in the proof of its be- 
ing a divine ordinance ſufficient to incline him to chuſe 
that a de 111 the reinen and to Pracliſe accordingly. 

Wiſhing | 
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declaration, 
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| Matiiſhall, 
Auguſt 26, 1782. 
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Wu humble Servant, #34 F2 


Wiching <that theſe Letters may, in ſome 
meaſure, contribute to give you the ſame views 
of the Scripture- aceount of this ordinance, 


which Dr. Watts" had. when he made the above 
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